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·Mr. EDMUNDS. I always had the impression that when a piece of 
evidence was offered in a court where there were two judges and 
they disagreed, the evidence did not go in. 

:Mr. THURMAN. No; the objection fails and the evidence goes in. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But that does not touch the point. The Senator 

assumes that the certificate, as he calls it, is a certificate; but take 
the case proposed by my friend from Indiana; one party says it is a 
forgery; or suppose it does not bear the seal of the State at all; sup
pose there is to the mind of every intelligent man no evidence on its 
face that it is what it purports to be. What are you to do then Y 
You do not get ahead any at all by any such proposition as that; you 
are bound to take it without any regard to what may be its char
acter upon its face. The Senator may say you must presume that 
Senators and Representatives will exercise a conscientious an-d delib
erate judgment. Then if they do exercise a conscientious and delib
erate judgment, there is no occasion for the fears and suppositions he 
ha-s expressed about where the two Houses may be opposed in politics, 
if that had anything to do with it, as it ought not, as to their throw
ing off all the votes under the present rule. You cannot presume such 
a case. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me a moment! 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MORTON. As the rule now stands if an objection is made to 

counting the vote of Vermont, it may be of the most trifling char
acter, because some tis not crossed or some i is not dotted; the two 
Houses separate and vote; if one House sustains the objection and 
the other House overrules it, the vote of Vermont is lost. The effect 
of that is that the presumption is against the correctness of that vote, 
because it requires the affirmative vote of both I{ouses to admit it. 
But if you change the rtlle and require the affirmative vote of both 
Houses to reject it, then the presumption of law is in favor of the cer
tificate; so that the illustration made by the Senator does not apply. 

As I understand the law to be, where a piece of original ev:idence 
is ofiered in a court below where there are two judges presiding a.nd 
the judges are divided in opinion, there is no court there to admit 
it, it is rejected; but if you take an appeal from the court below to 
a superior court where there are two judges and these judges ru-e 
(livideu upon it, then the presumpt,ion stands in favor of the opinion 
of the court below and the evidence goes in. 

l\fr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is right in his conclusion that the 
jmlgment is affi.rmed, but not for any such reason as he gives, if he 
will pardon me for stating it quite so curtly, for I do not mean to be 
curt. Ou a.u a.ppeal, where the appellate court is divided the judg
ment below is affirmed, not on any presumption but on the theory 
that the judcrment of a competent court stands until it is reversed, 
a,nd unless there is some special law for a supersedeas it goes into 
execution even if it is appealed from or a writ of error is brought; 
and therefore when a writ of error is brought to the judgment of an 
inferior court and it is brought before the superior court, the judg
ment is affirmed if the court be equally divided, not on the ground 
of any presumption but because that judgment stood all the time 
aud perhaps was executed when the 9ase was heard, and it cannot be 
reversed until there is a majority to reverse it. 

Mr. MORTON. I think the presumption in law is in favor of the 
decision of the lower court until it is reversed. 

1\-lr. EDMUNDS. There is no such proposition that the Senator 
can find in any law book. There is no presumption about it; it 
stands on fact: and that fact is that the judgment of the court below 
is a competent and conclusive judgment until it is reversed, not upon 
presumption, lmt upon tJ;te existence of a judicial order by a court of 
competent jurisdiction. If I am wrong about that, I shall be glad 
to be corrected. 

:Mr. MORTON. It is a difference in words. 
:Mr. ED.MUNDS. It is not a difference in words ; it is a difference 

in ideas. But take t.he case that the Senator supposes in his inter
ruption. He says take the vote of Vermont; if the two Houses must 
concur in receiving it, then one House, if a" t" is not crossed, may 
reject it, and the vote of Vermont is lost. That would be very 
bad. That goes upon the presumption that one house would be stick
ing in the letter, sticking iu the bark, and overlooking the substance. 
Let me suppose another ·ca-se. Suppose the paper that the Vice
President receives and opens to be counted according to the Consti
tution is not the vote of Vermont at all; that it has been sent as the 
vote of Vermont from the State of Indiana; nevertheless, on the Sen
ator's rule, tmless both Houses . concur in saying that they will not 
have the State of Indiana vote for Vermont, she votes. That illus
trates both sides of the rule. 

All this matter was a good deal discussed when this rule was adopted, 
aud has been somewhat discussed since. There is great difficulty, I 
agree, in having the rule either way, and it forces me more and more 
to the conclusion that whatever doubts Senators may have in respect 
to the constitutional power to pass a law to carry into effect a con
stitutional function, we ought to try the experiment of having the 
two Houses and the Executive, making the sovereign power of the 
United. States provide a ru]e that is a law, which shall point ont pre
cisely what shall be done. I should much prefer to st-and in a consti
tutional sense upon a law which should state· exactly what the rule 
does as the Senator proposes to amend it, supposing that were right, 
than to stand upon the rule. I know of no power in the Constitution 
which gives the two Houses, concurrently by a joint rule, power to 
regulate anything whatever which affects the interest of the people 

of the United States. That is a legislati vo power. They may regu
late their intercommunications, the relations that they bear to each 
other, but when they come to exercise a fnnction which the Constitu
tion is said to have reposed in them-! do not say it~as-which 
touches the interests of the people of the United States, then I sub
mit that they have no more power to regul::Lte their action in respect 
to that by a rule than they have to pass laws by a rule. 

It seems so to me to-day, and I have heanl it expressed by Senators 
who are older and wiser than I am in the nine years I have been 
here, and I am very glad the Senator from Indiana has brought for
ward this topic, for it is most interesting and important. We ought 
all to be obliged to him. for that; but it is so important, and involves 
so many difficulties, real or supposetl, th.'l.t I think we ought to take 
some little time to consider it. Considering it diligently, bringing 
it up again to-morrow, or the next day, or very soon, I think we 
ought to have a little time to look into it. I move, wit.h that view, 
to refer it to the committee of which the honorable Senator is chair
man, who can examine the subject, and other Senators, it being now 
brought up, may devote their attention to it. 

The PRESJDING OFFICER. That motion is pending. 
:Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 
Mr. MORTON. I have no objection to this reference. I do not 

desire to press the matter prematurely on the consideration of the 
Senate; but our business has now become a question of time; we 
have hnt twenty-five working days left; and I think we should com
mit a crime against the country if we suffer this Congress to adjourn 
without mc.difying or repealing the twenty-second joint rule. There 
is danger of this thing being jammed off without having any action 
taken upon it at all. That is the only objection I have to the reference. 

:Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think a reference would facilitate action. 
Mr. MORTON. If it be the understanding that it shall again 

claim the attention of Senators on its ueing reported back, "\vithout 
delay, I have no objection to the ieferen·ce on my part. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is the understanding. 
Mr. MORTON. Then I am willing that the reference shall be 

made if it is thought best. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 

the reference will be made. The resolution is referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges anti Elections. · . 

Mr. THUR~L<\.N. I do not believe there will be tbe slightest de
lay. .All I hope is that the committee will consider it fully. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is committed to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Before that is done I move, with a view to h:wo 

it the unfinished business to-morrow, to take up the bill reported 'by 
the Committee on Commerce that is called the steamboat l>ill. I do 
it at the suggestion of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHANDLER,] 
who has charge of it. · 

Mr. SCHURZ. Very well. 
Mr. CQNKLING. I hope that bill will not be taken up with the 

Senate ip its present condition. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ruotion of the 

Senator from Ohio. 
:Mr. CONKLING. Tbe Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. BouT

WELL] is not here. He is a member of the committee .. He has had 
in large part charge of this subject. He is in process of investiga.~ting 
it. His investigations may have been concluded. He may be able to 
do what behooves him to-morrow; he may not. Senators have gone, 
three-fourths of them on this side of the Chamber, expecting no such 
thing. I ask the Senator from Ohio to wait until to-morrow morning 
when the Senate will be full. 

·:Mr. bHERMAl~. Perhaps my duty will be done by bringing tbe 
matter to the attention of the Senate and giving notice that at oue 
o'clock to-morrow the Senator from Michigan will move to take np 
the bill. He has charge of it, and I do -not want to take charge of it 
at all. I hope t.he friends of the bill without further notice wiU 
understand that at this period of the session it is about the last chance 
to pass it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move tha,t the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and(at four o'clock and twelve minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, Fe,bruary 4; 1875. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. CESSNA. I rise to a correction of the JournaL I tmderstood 
the Clerk to read that the amendment of the gentleman from Con
necticut [Mr. KELLOGG] was offered to my substitute. I understood 
it was offered a-s an amendment to the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. It wa-s offered as an amendment to the original 
bill. That will ue corrected anu the Journal then approved. 
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CORRECTION OF A VOTE. 
Mr. PACKARD. I rise to a personal explanation . . When the vote 

wa-s taken on Tuesda.y last on the amendment to the new rule, substi
tuting the words" two-thtrus" for "three-fonrths," I was paired with 
my colleague, Judge ·vvoLFE, &ntl so aru1ounced to the House. I voted 
on the next vote on t.he adoption of the rule, and supposed the pair 
diu not exten<l to that vote. It is my duty to sn,y my colleague sup
posed it did extend to it, ancl wa.s absent, deeming himself paired, as 
otherwise he would have been present and voted " no." 

1\fr. SPEER. Would the result have been changed f 
:Mr. PACKARD. It would not. 
Mr. LAMAR. I rise to a personal explanation. In the RECORD of 

the 3d instant I am report~d as using the following language: 
Mr. Lli1AR. Since! have been here I have treated tho Chair with respect, andhe 

has no right to make that point on me. 

These words are not mine, and as they are not justified by either the 
manner or language of the Speaker to my elf, I desire to correct t-ho 
report. My words were, "I disclaim any such imputation." 

There is another mistake in the report of yesterday's proceedings. 
_I am reported thus: 

Mr. BuTLER, of Massachusetta. What gentleman on the other side of the House 
ca.llecl the gentleman from Texas to order~ 

Mr. LAMAn.. I did not hear him or I should have done so. 

My worrls were: "They did not hear his remark even if they had 
been inclined to do so." 

One other matter. In an article beaded "The scene in the House," 
published in the National Republican this morning, the following 
statement occurs: 

Mr. BUTLER then said, "It was true that he had hung a man in New Orleans, and 
be ~loried in it. The only trouble was that he bad not hung enough of them." 
At this point tho confusion 'became great. The audience in the galleries applauded, 
tho members all sprang ·to their foot at once, and Mr. McLEru'l mnue a movement 
as if to cross over to wliere Mr. BUTLER sat, but was prevented by one of his Tex.a~ 
colleagues and Mr. LAMAR. of MississippL 

This statement is wholly incorrect. I was not within six feat of 
the gent,Jeman from Texas at any time yesterday. But, sir, though I 
observed him clo ely during the whole affair, I saw nothing threat
ening or violent in his manner. He made no movement, I am sure, 
toward the member from Massachusetts. Indeed, his whole manner 
and tones of voice were very qniet. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire to say tbat I observed 
no such movement on the part of the gentleman from Texas, Mr. 
McLEAN. 

Mr. McLEAN, There was none. 
Mr. PARSONS. I know there was nGt any. 

ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 
Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 

table the Senate bill providing for the revision of the tariff laws, that 
it may be referred to the Committee on vVays and Means. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object. .. 
Mr. SESSIONS. I hope there will be no objection to taking from 

the Speaker's table the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indian House bill 
·with Senate amendments that it may go to a committee of conference. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object. 
Mr. DAWES. I demand the regular order. 

CIVIIr-RIGHTS BILL. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order being called, the House re

sumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 79G) to protect all citi
zens in their civil and legal rights. The gentleman from Georgia 
[:Mr. BLOUNT] is entitled to fifteen minutes. · 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, within fifteen minutes, the time allot
ted to me, it is impossible for me to discuss the various questions 
presenting themselves in connection with this bill. I mnst, there- · 
fore, pa-ss by some lines of thought of gre.at importance, and confine 
myself to such as have been somewhat neglected in prior discussions. 
I trust, sir, tha,t there will be nothing in my conduct calculated to 
produce any indecorum. I trust, sir, that I may say nothing calcu
lated to produce ill-will. We have been here' nearly two long years, 
and while there has been some partisan bitterness between the two 
parties in the House, oll'l' term is now coming near to a close, and many 
of those gentlemen on the other side of the House will leave, and I 
opine their faces will never be seen here again; therefore I would not 
say aught which is calculated to wound. 

What occurred in the month of November is known to us all. 
While we seem a minority we represent the people of this country. 
In the next House which is to assemble our majority will be some 
sixty-odd. If we follow the election precedents set by the other side 
of the House since the war, I do not know how much greater it will 
be. If we follow those which have been sanctioned apparently in 
Louisiana where governments were declared to be legal governments 
although resting on shameless fraud and force, I think the cbanc~s 
are that we will have very little opposition in the· next House. I 
have, sir, an abiding confidence in the virtue, intelligence, and patri
otism of the American people. I feel, sir,, that I can stand on this· 
floor, as the representative of my section recognized by the American 
people as the peer of any man who comes here. As such I shall always 
discuss freely, fairly, and without :ottempt to wound the feelings of 
any person, any questions which may come before the House. 

III-62 

Omitting the fliscnssion of such views of the fourteent.h amend
ment as preclude any .action on the part of Congress to pa s such 
legislation in the manner in which it ha-s been treated heretofore, I 
shall ask the attention of the House to another view. This bill pro
vides that the Congress of the United States shall have exclusive 
jurisdiction in all cases arising under this act. The States can have 
no authority; if they legislate it is in vain. The State courts cannot -
take cognizance of it. And what, sir, does all this mean f The four
teenth amendment declares that no State shall pass any law clepriv
ing any person of :Q.is equal rights on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude. While I do not quote the language Vlwbatim 
and have not that section before me, that, sir, is the substance of it. 
This provision refers to every State in the South, to every State in 
the Union. In the remarks of the gentleman from Florida l:Mr. PUR
MAJ.~] he said : 

While we need not, under the dominance of thepresentpoliticalpa.rtyin Florida, 
this congressional legislation to secure our citizens in the full and exact enjoyment 
of all their le~al rights and libreties, it is sadly needed in most of the States in 
the Union; ana I am confident that even my unwilling democratic constituents at 
home will feel a pang of grim pleasure when they learn of the passage of this ae-t, 
for they possess that same generous charitableness, in common with the rest of the 
human family, which is always anxious that their neighbors shall be blessed with 
the same happiness or misery as th.emselves. 

You will take notice t.hat iu the State of Florida, the Representative 
from that State avows that the negroes have every right to which 
they are entitled. 

Again, sir, see what is the condition of affairs in Missisippi. Sen
ator ALCORN, in a. speech made in the Senate on May 22, 1874, said: 

The negro has been characterized here as an inferior race. Yes, he is inferior in 
point of education, and I may say in point of numbers, in this nation of ours. In
felior though he be, he controls the destiny of the State from which I come. The 
power of the Legislature of Mis issippi, t-he political sovereignty of that State, is 
to-day in the hands of this race. The taxing power belongs to him, the power to 
legislate with regard to my ~roperty, and every light that I enjoy under the guar
antees of the State constitution is held at the hand of the nepo race; a government 
of the people, subject to their will in its fundamental ana its statute law, what 
checks and balances have we save those limitations pre cribed in the Constitution of 
the United States i The executive, the judicial, and the ministerial officers of the 
State are all chosen, if not directly indirectly, by the colored people of that State. 
I here declare myself in favor of that policy which that colored man declares is 
necessary to the prolecfi.ion of his race throughout the Union. We need no civil
rights bill there. So far aa Mississippi is concerned we have a civil-rights bill of our 
own nwre stringent than any you will pass in this Congress, its penalties more severe, 
its ~oorkings m,Qre in detail-complete in itself for the protection of the colored people. 
They st..wd here through their representative declaring that so far as Mississippi 
is concerned they desire no legi lation upon the part of Congress; they are able to 
take care of themselves. But they do demand that their race shall be recognized 
in every State in this Union as they are recognized in the State of Mississippi. 
Brought under the rule, by reason of the revolution, of the colored people of Mi$· 
sissippi, is it strange that I should ad vocate a bill guaranteeing the personal rights 
of the citizens throughout the nation~ 

Sir, I apprehend that there will be no question that they have their 
rights in those States when their representatives here and. in the 
Senate avow it. 

Now, sir, as I have said on a former occasion, it seell:!§ to me pl:tin 
that under the decisions of the Supreme Court, made by republican 
judges in the Slaughter-house case, you .have no right to le~islate 
where there has been a complete protection by the State ot their 
rights. Judge Bradley, of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
who by the way dissented from the decision in the Slaughter-house 
case and is regarded as somewhat extreme in his views, used the 
following language in his decision in the Grant-Parish cases: 

After what has been said, a few observations will suffice as to the effect of the 
fourteenth amendment upon the questions under consideration. 
It is claimed that by this amendment Congress is empowered to pass laws for 

directly enforcing all privileges and immunities of citizens of the United States by 
original proceedings in the courts of the United States, because it provides, among 
other things, that no State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the 
privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States, and because it gives Con
gress power to enforce its provisions by appropriate legislation. If the power to 
enforce the amendment were equivalent to the power to legislate generally on the 
subject-matter of the pii.vileges and immunities referred. to, this wonld be a legiti
mate conclusion. But, as before intimated, that subject-matter may consist of 
~~hts and privileges not derived from the grants of the Constitution, but from those 
innerited privileges which belong to every citizen as his birthright, or from that 
body of natural rights which are reco!!Ili.zed and re~ded as sacred in all froo 
rrovernments; and the only manner in w~ch the Con titution reco!mizes them may 
be in a prohibition against the Government of the United States or the State govern
ments interfering with them. 
It is obvious, therefore, that the manner of enforcing the provisions of this 

amendment will depend upon the character of the plivilege or immunity in ques· 
tion. If simply prohibitory of governmental action, there will be nothmg to en
force nntil such action i1:1 undertaken. How can a. prohibition1 in the nature of 
things, be enforced until it is violated 7 Laws may be passed m advance to meet 
the contin~ency of a violation, but they can have no application until it occurs. 

On the other hand, when the provision is violated by the pas age of an obnoxious 
law, such law is clearly void, and all ads done under it will be trespasses. The 
legislation required from Congress, therefore, is such as will provide a preventive 
or compensatory remedy or due punishment for such trespasses, and appeals from 
the State courts to the United States courts in cases that come up for adjudication. 
If these views aro correct, there can be no constit~nat legil;lation of Congress 

for directly enforcing the privileges and immunities o! citizens of the United States by 
original procudings in the courts of the United States, where the only constitut·ional 
guarantee of snch privileges and immunities is, that no State Shilollpass any law 
to abridge tlu>m, and where the b'tate has pa&sed no laws adverse to them, but, on the 
contrary, has passed laws to sustain and enforce them. 

Now, 1\Ir.' Speaker, how is it that gentlemen can come here and ask 
members to vote for ·a law guaranteeing rights which are already 
~uaranteed by State Legis4ttures and State courts and taking away 
froru State courts their jurisdiction iu such ca-ses 'I FuTthermore, sir, 
I say that this civil-rights bill, if ~ou are in c~nest in your construo-
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tion of it, is trifling. Yon talk abont giving these people (the negroes) 
the rigllt to go to the theater, .when there is not one of them in a 
hundred who knows what they are. You talk about allowin~ them 
to go into churches, when they have established churches ot their 
own and have refn:ed to worshif with the whites. You talk about 
"rautin" them the right to trave with the white people in the cars, 
~heu there is not one of them in five hundred who travels once a year 
in a tmin. Yon talk about giviug them the ri~ht to go to hotels, 
when there is not one of them in a thousand who desires the privi
le"e or would avail himself of it i£ he had it. These people are poor, 
rufd these thiugs they care nothing about. • 

Sir, there are rights that are dear to these people. They have va
rious causes in t.he 8tate courts, both civil and criminal, in which their 
rights of person all(l property are continually brought in question. 
They are especi:t!ly often involved in criminal charges. Your party 
;tllep·e that they do not have fair trials in the State courts of the 
South. You claim that these courts will not <laredo them justice. 
Well, sir, I assert that all this is untrue. But for the purposes of 
argument I will concede it. These are the rights of most practical 
vnlne to them. 

Then, following the logic of your own reasoning, why do you not 
regulate :1ll of them by Federal laws and courts, i£ you are in earnest Y 
Why do you not go forward in a bold and direct linef Why creep 
along with so much stealth J Stand by your construction of this 
amendment aml your statement of the condition of the South and 
these States cannot le~islate where a negro is involved. 'Ve will 
then 11ave the negroes m South Carolina and Mississippi legislating 
for the whites, but forbidden to legislate for t.hemselves. We will 
have the courts iu those States, created by the will of the negroes, 
bearing causes subject to the inhibition that if a negro's 1·ights are 
involved they cannot entertain them. -

These are the absunl conclusions to which your own premises will 
bear you. If so, where are the rights of the States f What is this but 
au entire annihilation of them if this doctrine can be asserted and 
maintained f Let n.s not misunderstand this issue. If yours is the 
true construction, thou this fom'toenth amendment, instead of being 
what the American people have thought, is but a maelstrom around 
which the States are <lancing giddily and into. which they will all 
evcutnally be iugulfed. Let us retteat while we may from this 
appalling c:1lamity. Your party, in pressing this measure, is only 
humoring the faucy of the negro to secure political power. You well 
know that in all the States he ha~ the same ri~~ts a-s the whites. 

The people iu the grand majestic voice in .November commanded 
you to haJt. Rest a sured they will in due time compel your oue<li
encc. The scavengers of fn.lsehood were active for you in vain. In 
vain did you tell the people the rebellion was not yet ended. The 
effort of your party to produce conflict between the. people of tJ:e 
Sout.h aml the Federal Government yon nre to find w1ll fail you m 
yonr extremity. Inexorable fate dem:1ntis that you retire from power, 
and I invoke you to do it with the graeeof freemen. 

[Here tl10 hammer fell.] 
.Mr. SENER. lHr. Speaker, I recognize the fact that I occupy n.n 

anomalous position, aml bnt for the fact th::~ot I have ueeu most unrum
ally aml wantonly assailed by a journal professing to represent the 
Executive of tllis Government here, I should not feel it incumbent 
on me to stand in my place on tbis floor tojn8tify either the votes I have 
given or the votes tllat I shall hereafter give. But as a Uepresenta
five of the people, be my abilities great, mediocre, or small, I have a 
1ig11t guaranteed by the Constitution, under whose regis we arc to-day 
Jegisla.ting, to speak here in my. place not only iu this cliscussion 
unt to speak also when my name 18 reached on the roll-call. I have 
so spoken responsi \'e to the convictions of my judgment. For so 
doing I have ueen assailed and denounced as a Judas Iscariot to the 
republican party. · 

Now, I desire t{) say that the civil rights part of the republican 
platform has never ueen regarded in th1s country as all of republi
canism. In 187:l eleven States that had participated in the rebel
lion voted for the ·first time since 1860. Of those eleven States eight 
vote<1 for Ulysses S. Grant for President of the Unite<l Stutes; only 
three sent their votes to tho electoral college against him. I venture 
to say here, in the presence of tho House and of tho country, that in 
not one-half of those States, ay, sir, I believe iu not one of them, was 
the civil rights plank of the republican platform made the only test 
of republicanism, as it has been on this floor in the votes lately given, 
if the National Republican is to be credited as the organ of the re
publican party. My own State, that never before hau veered from 
democracy, cast her electoral vote fre(>Jy, without fear and fairly, 
without bias for that soldier and statesman, Grant, who had not only 
been true to the Union in the days when true courage was needed, 
hnt who had be(ln true to the Union when st::~otesmanship w:ts required 
to reconstruct and bring back the wayward sisters of the South. 
· Yet hepause a. ~epresentative of the people comes .here and in his 
pl3.ce oQ. the :ffo01: of :this IIouse does that which he did before his 
people when be asked for their commission to represent them, he is 
violently assaulted· and foully assailed, ancl the very right of the 
Coustitution brought in peril whicij. ·decl!fi:es that for words spoken 
or acts done here he j.s responsible in no otheL'.place. Now I deny 
that that attack in the National Repubijcan stands a-s an executive 
threat OVf;I the bead of any Representatjve of the ·people: 'flp.t !Sc~·
rilous .a.tta.ck 'YUS put there n<?t by execut~ve W?w.er1 q.o~ by e~ecq.tj.ve 

suggestion, not by the common sense or sound judgment of my peas 
on this floor on either side. . 

Why clid I vote against this new rn1e f Because, so far as dif.:;closed 
during the late ses ions of the House, the men who represented the 
democracy of the country had shown no purpose to interpose diht
tory motions in order to prevent the passage of any other mea me 
of le~~slation than the civil-rights bill. Upon that ui.ll aloue they 
had ruibustered. Last session I voted twice against suspencling the 
rules for the purpose of considering the bill, and a third time I voted 
against its consideration and passage. Why~ Because in my State 
there is good feeling between the white man and the black man, 
though the black men are largely in the minority. I voted against 
this new rule because it would facilitate the passage of the civil
rights bill, and I am opposed to that bill because in my State a school 
system is in full operation open alike to the children of the white 
man and the children of the black man, and because I have reasou
able ground to apprehencl that the passage of this bill by Congt·ess 
may cause the immediate suspension of ita operation and pos8ibly 
the permanent destl'Uction of the system to tho irretrievable injury 
of both races. 

The answer comes, it is true, that this bill is open to amendment. 
Yes, but we who know some little of legislation . know this, the Sen
ate with its all-nirrht session passed a bill which is now upon the 
Speaker's table. We may not in substance agree to it. But the two 
Houses may disagree as to what this law shall be and most probably 
will, and a committee of conference upon t.be disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses upon the bill ma,y bring in a report the result of 
which would ue that the Senate bill would become the law of the 
land. The majority of this House, yea nearly two-tbinls, in June 
last solemnly voted that they would not only take up but they would 
pass the civil-rights bill a.s it came from the Senate. If they wero 
for it in June last, why are they not for it now Y 

But it is asserted that opposition to the civil-rights bill means 
democracy. Sir, democracy means this: the government of the peo
ple, by the people, and for the people. OnJy when the democr:tcy 
tried to deny that right, as is well known to every man on this side 
of the House, the democratic party failed to rt)cei ve judgment in their 
favor at the hantis of the people. The republican party came into 
power through the crucible of per&ecution. It came into power with 
its skirts free from everything like intolerance. Has it lived long 
enough to be intolerant Y If o, then the day of its power has p:1SSe<l. 
If it has come to this, that a Representative standing here in his place 
cannot speak the faith that is in him, be he humble or great, then I 
say the days of its power are numbered, because i£ it cannot appeal 
to the fair judgment and the sound sense and the patriotism of the 
American people, then it cannot expect to receive any indorsement 
here or elsewhere, now or hereafter. 

I have stood for my party with all the abilit.y I have and with all 
the power I possess against just such intolerance as this on the hnot
ings in my native State. Of very humble birth I do not deny; never 
a slaveholder, and with no prejudice of that kind, I have maintained 
the cause of the republican party, because that party having · tri
umphed in the war for the Union, I believe-d that it was the party 
that con1d give peace to the country and secure a just reconstruction 
of the country. Am I disappointed in thisl I believe not. When 
the pa-ssions of t.his honr shall have passed away, when the strife 
which this cliscussion has engendered shall have ceased, whether my 
vote be vindicated by time as ueing right or not, this much is to be 
accorded me: I attempted to do my duty as I understood it; I stood 
for the right as God gave me to see the right. 

But I oppose this bill for another reason; I was before the people 
of my (listrict in1872 and again in 1874. In 1872 the civil-ri"hts liill 
was not made an issue, and it was understood that the colo~ed vor
t.iou of my constituency did not desire it. In 1873 Judrre Hnghes, 
who was the republican candidate for governor, express~y decla.rell 
on the hustings that he was not in favor of such legislation ; and in 
1874, after I had given on this floor three votes against that bill, I 
went before the people and I wa-s defeated. Why Y I recci ved 
within fifty of the whole colored vote of the clistrict, and I received 
also a largo white vote; but I was defeated for this reason: that at 
tbe last moment the apprehension was started in the district, and cir
culated through the press, that nuder the whip and spur of pnrt.y 
pressure and party necessity (the application of which we have wit
nessed here so recently) I might yield my hone8t convictions to the 
will of the majority. Thna I was defeated. I can say this : that if I 
went down, I went down in a fight that carried down the party all 
over the country. I know of no other democratic district in wbich 
se good a fight was made by a. republican as in my own. When tho 
military counted the votes in 1869, the district went democratic by 
a majority of 2,134. In 1 72 it went for Grant, who is to-duy 
stronger in Virginia than his party. It gave 373 m.'ljority for my
self, and 700 for Grant, though Grant received fewer votes than I di,l, 
according to th«? official returns, because there were mauy who won ld 
not vote for Greeley, although opposed to Grant. And in 1-74, 
though the district gave Kemper the year before 2,760 mBjorit.y, I 

·was defeated by less than 300 majority on a full vote, and after a 
very active canvass, in which I distinctly announced, in public and 
in private, in the hustings and everywhere, that I would not vote for 
this pill. 

"¥<?~· ~~.~e re¥o?S1 ~1?-us hurrie~Uy expressed, I shaJ.l vote against 
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the ci vii-rights bill. There is another reason if I have time enough 
left me to sta,te it. It is that. this bill proceeds upon the assumption 
that the black man is not a man, politically considered, capable of 
taking care of himself, but needs guardianship in the form of legisla
tion. It proceeds upon the assumption that with time and opportu
nity he cannot lift himself by his own good conduct above the 
influences of slavery and the prejudices of the past up to the elevated 
plane of equal citizenship. Why, sir, no cla ·s of our people, North or 
South, conducted themselves better during the war. They failed not 
in the hour of trouble, when they were ca1led upon, with the bonds 
of slavery lifted from them, to defend the Union; nor did they fail, 
when those bonds were not lifted, to be true to their masters. They 
have been true in all seasons and under all circumstances; and tho 
time will come when the prejudice of the past being obliterated, (for 
I grant it is a prejudice,) they will lift themselves into the enjoyment 
of equal citizenship ancl stand, as their representatives here on this 
floor certainly are,. the peers of every man in the land in all the attri
butes of American citizenship. 

\Vaa it legislation that made Frederick Douglass so great that he 
could stand before t.he Queen f No; it was the power of his great 
intellect aud the gentility of his personal appearance. The tii:pe will 
come when the prejudices of this hour will have died. But all the 
history l)f the past assures us that legislation baa never been able to 
correct popular prejudice. My political a sociates here are attempt
ing by legislation to do what never has been done in all past legisla
tion in all countries and all ages, and in this effort they are crippling 
the great republican party in eight of the States oi that great con
federacy which for forlr years, whether right or wrong, defied the 
power of this great Government, and in which in less than ten years 
eight out of eleven of those States cast their electoral vote for that 
great conquering hero (Grant) who dealt so magnanimously with 
them. And in crippling it in the South it has been weakened if not 
paralyzed in the other section that stood by the Government during 
the days of the late war. 

And in conclusion let me say that this civil-rights bill now under 
consideration is not demanded as I believe either by the white or 
colored people of the South, or by a due regard to the best interests 
of either race, and in their name and on their behalf, and especially 
on behalf of my own constituents, I protest against such legislation 
and shall vote conscientiously and honestly against it. 

Mr. RAINEY. I would like to ask the gentleman just one question 
before he sits down. Did the talent and good conduct of Fred. 
Douglass enable him to sit at the same table on the Potomac boat 
with his fellow-members of the San Domingo commission f 

Mr. SENER. The gentleman and myself are not going t.o have a 
personal controversy about that. No doubt that incident wv.s the 
effect of prejudice; but legislation is not going to correct it. The 
time will come when the good conduct of Frederick Douglass and 
others of his race will overcome every prejudice. 

1\Ir. E. R. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I have but a single word to say. I 
ha.O. not intended to take part in this debate; but I am moved to 
make a ingle remark in consequence of an expression which fell from 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT.] He spoke about "those 
p eople." That is the notion that lies at the bottom of all the speeches 
on that side of the House; it is the fundamental, the fatal error of· 
their whole argument. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not think it st.range that when the men who 
lately owned them talk abont certain American citizens they should 
talk about "those people,'' a-s if they were persons who at our pleas
ure or discretion are to have or not to have all the rifo-hts of citizens. 
The Declaration of Independence announced that al men were cre
ated equal. That announcement stood a great many years before it 
became a vital truth throughout this land. Mr. Lincoln used an ex
pression which gave grea.ter accuracy to the statement, when he said 
that e-very man has the right to be equal to every other man if he 
can. An eminent citizen of my own State has r ecently put the prop
osition in lanquage still more accurate and explicit, which ought to 
be written in letters of gold above this Capitol-that "the essence 
of freedom is equality of opportunities." 

Now, I have no belief that this bill, if enacted into a law, is going 
to produce any great effect immediately for good or for evil in the 
States whose Representatives most prominently oppose it. Laws 
nuder all republican institution~> are enfopced by juries, and by juries 
of the vicinage. I c~bll remember· the time (which no one in this 
House has better reason to remember than myself) when the colored 
sailors of Ia-ssachusetts were pub into ja.il as soon a-s they arrived at 
southern ports; and no declaration of the unconstitutionality of that 
proceecling under the Constitution of the United States availed to 
save them from their <loom. The force and the opinion of the people 
of the States where their rights were violated prevented their receiv
ing justice and the constitutional protection to which they were 
entitled. There has been a fea.rful retribution fur that wrong. But, 
1\Ir. Speaker, the value of this act is similar to that of tho Declara
.t.ion of Independence. It will stand a-s the declaration of the Ameri
can people that henceforth before the law every citizen of the country 
is to have equality. 

Social equuJ.ity· we have nothing to do with. I may think many 
men who are members of this House not a~reeable to me to asso
ciate with, and they may h.'1ve the same opimon in re<T:lsd to myself. 
As members of this Honse we st.an<l on an equa.lity, and it is the same 

feeling which induced one member (I have no doubt in a moment of 
passion) at the last session grievously to insult a member of this 
Honse on account of his color and race which enters into this whole 
question on the other side. 'Vhen once it is understood that the peo
ple of the United States have :finally,determined that men and citizens 
are all entitled to equality of privileges under the law, in regard to 
any subject which the law regulates and determines, we shall have 
peace, and social equality and personal tastes will take care of them
selves. 

Mr. WHITE obtained the floor. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Alab"ama [Mr. 

WmTE] to yield to me. 
Mr. WHITE. I will yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman ·from 

New York, [ 1\Ir. HALE,] and afterward for ten minn tes to his colleague, 
[1\fr. ELLIS H. ROBERTS. J · 

1\Ir. HALE, of New York. Mr. Speaker;! propose to discuss very 
briefly a single question in connection with this bill, the question of its 
constitutionalty, which was pressed yesterday with such vigor by the 
g~ntleman from Ohio, [1\Ir. FL.~CK.] I listened to his remarks with 
great interest, entertaining for him, as I always have, the highest 
respect personally and professionally. His proposition of yesterday 
I may state generally from r ecollection, for I regret to find his speech 
does not yet appear in the columns of the RECORD-his proposition 
was generally, as I understood it, that by the fourteenth amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States no n.dditional power of legis
lation was conferred upon Congress; that the fift,h section of that 
amendment wa-s nugatory; that he gave it no effect whatever. I wa-s 
somewhat surprised to hear that admission from the gentleman, for 
it struck me it must at once occur to the mind of every lawyer upon 
this floor, by one of the best settled rules of construction, which 
applies to every constitutional or statutory law, that when he con
ceded that point he gave away his caae. We cannot construe :my 
statutory or constitutional provision except by giving effect, if possi
ble, to all its parts. We have no right to construe it by denying effect 
to any of them. 

Mr. FINCK. May I interrupt the gentleman for one momentf 
1\Ir. HALE, of New York. I wish the gentleman would excuse me 

if I do not misrepresent him; but if I do misrepresent him, of course 
I will yield. · 

Mr. FINCK. I think the gentleman has maile a statement he did 
not intend to make. 

1\Ir. HALE, of New York. If I misrepresent the gentleman, of course 
I will yield. 

Mr. FINCK. I did not maintain that the fourteenth amendment 
conferred no power upon Congress, but I did assume and maintain 
that the fifth section of that amendment did not confer any additional 
power upon Congress. 

Mr. HALE, of New York. Precisely; the gentleman said in the 
words I have quoted that he held it to be of no effect whatever. 

Mr. FINCK. That is the fifth section. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. That is what I stated. 
Mr. FINCK. No a<lditional power. • 
Mr. HALE, of New York. 1\Ir. Speaker, it was my fortune to have 

served with the gentleman from Ohio in the Thirty-ninth Congress, 
where the fourteenth amendment was inaugurated, where it was 
passed, and by which it wa-s sent out for ratification to the States. I 
well remember, if the gentleman from Ohio has forgotten it, as he prob
ably may, that it was my fortnne,.standing alone in my party, to oppose 
the fourteenth amendment by my vote and by my voice, upon the 
ground, which seemed to me to be one I could not forsake, that it did 
change the constitutional powers of legislation of Congress, that it 
changed the theory of our Government, and introduced a range of 
legislation by Congress utterly lacking in the old Constitution or in 
any previous amendments to it except the thirteenth. I voted against 
the fourteenth amendment on that ground alone, fully conceding the 
propriety of the provisions of the article, except the last section, 
claiming that that section was to a certain extent a revolution of our 
form of government in giYing Congress a control of matters which 
had hitherto been confined exclusively to State control. In the posi
tion I then took I certainly understood in the Thirty-ninth Congress 
that my frieud from Ohio, whose opinion on legal and constitutional 
questions I value highly, fully concurred. I understood that the en
tire body of his political a-ssociates on the other side of the House in 
that Congress concurred with me. 

Now, let us see, Mr. Speaker, if I am right in the proposition I • 
make. 

Nobody, a-s I understand, contends on this side of the House that 
the civil-rights bill can be sustained under the Constitution except by 
tpe provisions of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments, 
especially the fourteenth. Let us see whether that has changed the 
provisions of the Constitution as they originally stood. The only 
general ground of power in the former Constitution- and I call the 
attention of theHousespeciaUytotbispoint-isto be found in thelast 
clause of the eighth section of article 1, that section conferring speci
fied powers upon Congress; a.nd the last of them in the general clause 
is this: · 

Corigx-ess shall have power to make aU l:i.ws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by 
~;~~~~!s~~~~:'f. in tho Go,·e~·D.I!lell~ o~ ~lle U~ted ~~~tes Of in an;y de~artm~pt 
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Mr. Speaker, the original Constitution contained limitations npon 
the power of Congress. It contained specifications of the rights of 
individuals. The first ten amendments constituted solely a bill of 
rights. Nowhere was there a provision in that Constitution or in 
those first ten amendments empowering Congre s to legislate in re
gard ~o prohibitions, restrictions, or rights, but only to legislate in the 
carrymg out of the powers granted. 

Turn now for a moment to the fourteenth amendment, and ee 
whether the Constitution under which we live to-day i equally 
meager in its provisions for legislation. The fourteenth article-! 
read only so much as is pertinent to my purpose-in its first section 
provides: 

No State shall make or enforce any law whlch shall abrid~e the privileges or im
munities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State cleprive any person 
of life, liberty, or property without due process of law; nor cleny to any person 
within itaju~isdiotion the equal protection of the laws-

Section 5 of the same article is as follows : 
The Con!!l'ess shall have power to enforce, by appropriate legislation, the pro

visions of this article. 
In the powers granted by this article there is tbf\n an absolute, 

broad, unlimited power to enforce by appropriate legislation the pro
visions of the fourteenth amendment. 

Now I come back to the question of judicial construction. The 
gentleman from Georgia, [.Mr. BLOUNT,] who addressed the House 
this morning, read to the Honse an extract from an opinion of Mr. 
Justice Bradley, recently delivered. Gentlemen who listenerl to him 
and who were not familiar with the case might have supposed he 
wa.s reading from the opinion of the Supreme Court in the Slaugh
ter-house cases. Such was not the fact, and it was not so stated by 
the gentleman. What he rean was from an opinion since delivered 
in another case by Mr. J ustice Bradley, and was so stated hy the 
gentleman from Georgia. The decision of the court in the Slaugh
ter-house cases did not touch the question of the power of legislation 
·under this article. But we have a decision of the Supreme Court 
delivered many years ago on the construction of the grant of legis
lative power in the old Constitution which covers the whole ground, 
a case with which my friend from Ohio [Mr. FINCK] and many other 
lawyer s on this floor are familia.r- the fa.mous case of McCulloch 
against the State of Maryland, in the fomth volume of Wheaton's 
Reports. I have it here before me, but the time forbids me to read 
it. I have also Judge Story's citation of the same case, in which he 
most fully adopts, approves, and recognizes it as an authentic expo
sition of the Constitution. 

The summary of the doctrine held in that case was that within the 
grant of power by the Constitution to CongreRs for purposes of legis
lation Congress are authorized to select in their own discretion all 
measures appropriate to the end in view; that the question of fitness 
or desirability is for Congress alone and not for the' courts. I wish 
I had t ime to read extracts from tha,t opinion at some length. I un
dertake to say that no lawyer on this floor will question that I stated, 
within perhaps narrower limits than the court stated in their opinion, 
the summary of the doctrine then held. Take the doctrine of the 
Supreme Court in this case :mtl apply it to the provisions of the four
teenth amendment and the grant of power of legislation under it, 
and I ask any lawyer on this floor to tell me where he finds authority 
to say that under those provisions Congress is limit-ed to legislation 
to correct the action of State , to provide a tribunal which may review 
such action, and to provide for some measure of criticism or correc
tion of such action, and not for legislation in the first instance to rem
edy the great evil against which the amemlment proposes to guard. 

Again, sir, suppose -it were true that Congress wa8 to be limited to 
rectifying abuses by State legislation, does any gentleman upon that 
side of the House or upon this deny that to-day Sta,te after State of 
the South does live under laws which are inconsistent with the four
teenth amendment; that practices are there permitted which are in 
violation of the fourteenth amendment! And if that be so, then can
not Congress interfere by a general law to o-.errule State legislation T 

I have thus briefly stated the points merely upon which I sustain 
· and defend the con titutionality of the bill before the Honse. I do 
not propose to discuss its details. I do not propose even to inrlicate 
what my vote ma.y be upon questions of detail of the bill. But in the 
present condition of the Constitution, with the grant made by the 
fomteeuth amendment, I contend that it is not only within the power 
of this Honse, but that it is their duty to exercise appropriate legisla
tion towar d the end provided by that amendment just as much as if 
the language was " it shall be the duty of Congre8s to enforce by ap
propriate legislation" inst-ead of saying'' Congress may enforce." 

Mr. LAMAR. Will a question interrupt the gentleman f 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

question f 
Mr. HALE, of New York. I will listen to the gentleman from 

Mis issippi, [Mr. LA u.R.] 
Mr. LAMAR. I r k the gentlema.n if he will indicate what leg

islation of what State violates the provisions of the fourteenth 
amendmentf 

Mr. HALE, of New York. I am unable to indicate it at present; 
but I did not suppose any gentleman disputed it. 

Mr. LAMAR. I do dispute it . 
Mr. HALE, of New York. I supposed it was a matt-er of absolute 

n oteriety. I never beard. it questioned before, ~tnd I did not suppose 

any gentleman wonl<l que tion it. I do not propose to put my fing r 
on the particular statute. 

l\Ir. LA.MAR. I assure the gentlem:m from New York that if there 
exists in the en_tire range of all the statutes of all the States in the 
South one single act, one single provision of law incou istent with 
any of the principles or provisions of any of the amendments to the 
Federal Constitution I am like himself ignorant of the existence of 
such provision. 

Furthermore, I say, sir, to -him that th1"0ltghout the length and breadth 
of the sonthern section there doos not exi-!tt ·in law one ingle trace of pri v
ilege or of discrimination against the black race. If there is, I know 
nothing of it. 

Mr. HALE, of New York. Now, let me ask the gentleman whether 
under the laws of the State of Mississippi it is po ible for a coloroo 
man to travel over the railroads orin any other public conveyances in 
that State with the same facilities and the same conveniences that 
a white man may travel 

Mr. LAMAR. I answer my friend from New York with all the 
emphasis that I can give, that tht:\y do travel precisely with the same 
facilities and with the same conveniences, antl a great many more, 
as there are more of them, than the white people of Missis ippi. 

Mr. HALE, of New York. Then, Mr. Speaker, the State of Missis
sippi is indeed an exception to the general rule. I am through, Mr. 
Speaker. . 

l\ir. McKEE. Let me say that my colleague is correct. In Missis
sippi, under the laws and under the constitution-republican lawsancl 
republican constitution-the colored man has the same rights that a. 
white man has. My colleague is legally correct, but pra.ctically my 
colleague is mistaken. I refer to the treatment of colored people on 
steamboats, in hotels, theaters, &c. 

Mr. LAMAR. Practically my colleague is mistaken, and legally 
also. What I mean is that the democrats and conservatives of Mis
sissippi voted for the arloption of the fifteenth amendment. 

Mr. E LLIS H . ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, is not the whole of this 
debate an anachronism Y Is it not strange that we shoulrl be called 
upon to inquire whether American citizens have their rights in the 
several States of this Union f Is it not strange that it should be a. 
matter of debate whether there should he actual legislation guaran
teeing to a certain cla s of our citizens their common-law rights in 
the several Statesf Gentlemen may deny that laws exist in any 
State refusing these ri~ht , as the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
LAMAR] has just deniea, but they cannot deny that in certain States 
of tho Union there are no laws gnara.nteeing tho e rights to the 
several classes of our citizens. What do we behold 7 There are 
gentlemen sitting upon this floor who _ have given no offense to this 
body. And as the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LYNCH] te ti
fied the other day on his way to his seat in thil:! body through two 
of the States of this Union he was compelled to submit to indig
nities. Not only was he compelled to submit to indignities, but fe
males, the wives and mothers of members sitting on this floor, are allio 
compelled to submit to imliguities on their way hither. Mr. Speaker, 
is there any trouble to-day when colored men and colored women sit 
in these galleries and colored men sit upon the floor of this Hou e 
and are eligible to the floor of the other RouseY Now, bear in mind, 
Mr. Speaker, that oppo ition to this bill is not put simply on the 
ground of the question of our constitutional power to legislate, al
though my colleague from New York [Mr. HALE] ha well answered 
that point. But gentlemen on the other side of the Honse tell 
us, a.s the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SENER] told us this morn
ing, that this sort of legislation is calculated to produce trouble in 
t he South . . Why! If these rights are already conceded, what trou
ble will it make to have Congress guarantee those rights 7 No, !\-ir. 
Spea.ker, the trouble is that these rights are denied, whatever may 
be the language of the statutes, practically, and colored men and 
women cannot travel in all the States as white men can travel in all 
the States. And besides, sir, why is it that we have seen. not for a 
day only but for a long week, a great party upon this floor preventing 
the American Congr from considering this question f If these 
rights are already conceded, what trouble would it make to discuss 
the subject f We could have considered the constitutional question 
without pa-ssion and without prejudice. But there are practic~:tl ques
tions connected with this subject. These right· are denied, and be
cause they are denied, insistiLg, as I do, upon the constitutional right 
to legislate upon the subject, I can do no less than insist that a 
national guarantee of these rights shall be secured to all men and 
women in all parts of the Republic. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I rose principally to speak with reference to the 
school clall8e. I greatly fear that we may err on the one side or the 
other. Three propositions are before the House in reference to that 
subject, one insisting, as the Senate bill does, upon the same chools 
for both races at tht:\ South; another in most distinct antaO'onism to 
that is the pr oposition of the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. KEL
LOGG,] who proposes to exclude entirely from the bill all reference to 
schools. Then there is the report of the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the House hill providing that the schools shall be equal in their 
privileges for the two races. For one, sir, I am not willing to legis
late that colored men shall have their rights in the theater and to 
refuse to legislate that they shall have their rights in the schools. 
If we have erred at all in the great work of reconstruction, it bas 
been because we have not niade enough of education. If we had in-
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siste<l upon malting education a condition of tbe reconstruction of 
the States we would have been better off to-day. 

Mr. KELLOGG. As the gentleman has alluded to me, allow me 
one wonl. I moved to strike out that provision because I thought it 
was worse than none at all for the interests of education. 

Mr. ELLIS H. ROBERTS. I understood the gentleman to move 
to strike out all provisions relating to schools .. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I moved to strike out that provision in the House 
bill because it is wo;rse than nothing for them and for us. 

Mr. ELLIS H. ROBERTS. Then do I understand the gentleman to 
adopt tho standard of t.he Senate bill f 

Mr. KELLOGG. No ; I am for the House bill with my amend
mont. 

Mr. SMALL. I would ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ELLIS H. RoBERTSl to point out what clause· of the Senate bill re
q nires mixed schools t 

Mr. ELLIS H. ROBERTS. I understand the true construction of 
the Senat.e bill in reference to schools to require that the colored peo
ple shall have tho same schools as the white people. 

Mr. SMALL. There is nothing of the kind in the Senate bill ; it. 
only ref)uires that they shall have equal privileges. 

Mr. ELLIS H. ROBERTS. I understand the Senate bill to insist 
upon the same schools for the colored children as for the w bite children. 
For that reason I prefer the House bill, because I am not willing to 
rnn counter unneces arily to the prejudices of a section. We are 
told that if we do insist upon mixed schools, then in certain States 
of the South schools will be abandoned altogether. I think if we 
in ist there shall be equal privileges, then in certain localities they 
can bave the same schools for blacks and whites if so desired. It is 
for tlJat reason I prefer the House bill as reported by the committee, 
although I shall not nntagonize the Senate bill if the House shall agree 
upon it. 

It seems to me that we have again reached a critical point in the 
politics of this country. Step by step a great party has insisted that 
the Declaration of Independence instead of being a glittering gen
erality shall be made a practical verity. This is another step in 
that march. Constant denials of rights haYe made this necessary. 
For a.nother great party has step by step put itself against making 
that Declaration of Independence a practical verity. I have aJwn,ys 
believed that the original Constitution should be construed in the 
li crht of the Declaration of Independence. The n,mendments make 
them identical in spirit. I believe that the Constitution does re
cognize .American citizenship, and does give to Congress the power 
to protect the American citizen. Therefore I insist that the time 
has come when Congress shall say that the law shall be no respecter 
of persons. 

Mr. WHITE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis
souri, [1\.fr. STANARD.] 

llr. STANARD. ·As may have been observed during the last ses
sion of this Congres , I voted against the consideration of the civil
rights bill. During the filibustering of the last wt>.ek I voted with 
the majority for the amendment of the rules of the Honse, and did not 
vot.e with those who were voting against the amendment to the rules in 
order to defeat the consideration of the civil-rights bill. I voted f.or 
that. amendment upon the principle that I believe the majority should 
have the right to consider any subject that they see fit, and that the 
rules should not \le so t.hat the minority can hinder the consideration 
of public bnsine s indefinitely. I would not vow for a rule for a 
republican Honse that I would not vote for for a House where .the 
majority were democrats, believing that dilatory motions should be 
re ·orted to only to call attention of the House in a marked way to 
the consideration of subjects under debate and not to a final and in
definite block of business. 

I voted yesterday against the reconsideration of the vote by which 
this bill was recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary; and I 
expect when this bill shall come to a, vote to-day to vote against it. 
I hall vote in this way because I do not believe that the passage of 
such a bill will be really in the interest of the colored or white people 
of the country. I believe the practical effect of this bill will be to 
work incalculable dama.~e. I do not believe that a majority of the 
careful, thinking, ·colorea people of the country are in favor of its 
pa sa~e. 

Livrng in a former slave State as I do, I am satisfied that the ma
jority of the colored people of that State a,re opposed to the provisions 
of this bill, from the simple fact that they are of the opinion tha,t 
where there is a strong prejudice in the minds of the people against 
the colored race, that pr~iudice will be increa ed by its passage and 
barriers placed in their way of progress; that if they are in any way 
proscribed now, they will be more so after the adopt.ion of such leg
islation as this. 

The fact is, that in the State of Missouri we have public schools 
giving the same facilities for the education of colored children that 
they do for the education of white children. In the city of Saint 
Louis, which I have the honor in part to represent upon this floor, 
where we have a democratic administration, as we have in the State, 
there are n public schools with about four thousand scholars and 
more than thirty teachers. The opportunities for their education are 
as good as are the opportunities for the education of my own children 
in the public schools. The colored people there have their own 
churches, they ride in the street cars, they travel upon our highways, 

and there is nothing to hinder them. They are progressing in the 
scale of refinement and education, and our people are anxious, as the 
colored people are now and must be for aJl time part and parcel of 
the government, that they should be educated and elevated. 

Mr. Speaker, I think this bill goes outside the realm of legislation 
and seeks to do what should be left to the logic of events and to na.t
urallaws. 

If I believed that the pru:~sage of this bill would tend to the eleva
tion of this people without damagin~ anybody else, I would be in 
favor of all its provisions; but believmg that such is not the case, I 
cannot support it. 

Mr. CRITTE~TDEN. I ask my colleague whether the same educa
tional privile~es that are extended to the colored people in the city 
of Saint Loms are not extended to them all over the State of Mis- .. 
souri f 

Mr. STANARD. I believe I have ah·eady said that such. is the 
case. 

Mr. GUNCKEL. Can yon say that of the whole South f . 
Mr. WHITE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

South Carolina, [Mr. CAIN.] 
Mr. CAIN. Mr. Speaker, in the discussion of this question of the 

civil-rights bill, it has bocomo a question of interest to the country. 
how the colored people feel on this question of the schools. I be
lieve, sir, that there is no part of this bill so important a-s the school 
clause. The education of the masses is to my mind of vital moment 
to the welfare, the peace, the safety, and the good government of the 
Republic. Every enlightened nation rega.rds the development of the 
minds of the masses as of vital importance. How are you going to 
elevate this large mass of people f What is the means to be em
ployed¥ Is it not the development of their minds, the molding 
and fashioning of their intellects, lifting them up from intellectual 
degradation by information, by instruction f I know of no other 
mea.ns so well adapted to the development of a nation a-s education. 

Especially is this true in the Southern States of this Union, where 
the great cry against the colored people is their ignorance. Admit it, 
sir, and it is a lamentable fact that the past laws and customs and 
habits and interests of the Southern States have .prevented the col
ored people from attaining that education which otherwise they 
would glallly have attotineJ. It was a part and parcel of the syAtem 
of slavery to prevent education; for the moment you remove igno
rance and develop the minds of those who are enslaved the less likely 
they are to remain contentedly in servitude. For this reason it was 
the policy of the South to keep in ignorance that part of the com
munity that they controlled for their benefit as their slaves. Now 
that there is a change throughout the land, now that these millions 
formerly enslaved are free, it is essential to the welfare of the nation 
that they should be educated. 

But. the question ari es in the discussion of this bill, how and where 
are you to do this workf As a republican, and for the sake of the 
welfare of the republican party, I am willing, if we cannot rally our 
friends to those higher conceptions entertained by Mr. Sumner-if 
we cannot bring up the republican party t.o that high standard with 
regard to the rights of man as seen by those wl10 laid the foundation· 
of this Government-then I am willing to agree to a compromise. If 
the school clause is objectionable to our friends, and they think they. 
cannot sustain it, then let it be struck out entirely. We want no 
invidious discrimination in the laws of this country. Either give us 
that provision in its entirety or else leave it out altogether, and thus 
settle the question. · 

I believe the time is coming when the good sense of the people of 
this country, democrats as well as republicant>, will recognize the 
necessity of educating the masses. The more the people are educa
ted the better citizens they make. If you wonld have peace, if you 
would have quiet, if you would have good will, educate the masses 
of the community. Objection is made to the ignorance of the colored 
people, and the State of South Carolina is cited as an illustration of 
that ignorance operating in le~islation. Why, sir, if it be true that 
the legislators of South Carolma are to some extent ignorant, I an
swer that it is not their fault ; the blame lies at somebody else's 
door. 

Now, sir, let the democra-cy, in&tead of reproaching us with. our 
ignorance, establish schools; let them guarantee to us school-houses 
in all the hamlets of the country; let them not burn them down, but 
build them up; let them not hang tho teachers, but encourage and 
protect them; and t.hen we shall have a great change in this country. 

Sir, we must be educated. It is education that makes a people 
great. We are a part and parcel of this great nation, and are called 
upon to assume the responsibility of citizenship. We most have .the 
appliances that make other people great. We must have school
houses and every appliance of education. If your objection is to 
guaranteeing to us in the civil-rights bill an equal enjoyment of 
school privileges, then I say surround us with all the other appli
ances; say nothing of the school-house if yon choose, but enforce 
our rights under the law of the country, and we shall be enabled to 
exercise every other privilege in the community. 

Mr. GUNCKEL. Let me ask the gentleman from South Carolina. 
whetherthe colored people of the South want mixed schools. 

:Mr. CAIN. So far as my experience is concerned I do not belie"Ve 
th y do. In South Carolina, where we control the whole school sys
tem, we have not a mixed school except the State college. In locali-
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ties where whites ru-e in tho majority, they have two white trustees 
aml one colored. 

Mr. COBB, of Kansa~. I desire to ask the geutlem::m what in his 
opinion will be the effect of the passage of the Senate civil-rights bill 
so far as regard.~ the public-school system of the South. 

Mr. CAIN. I believe that if the Congress of the United States will 
pass it and make it obligatory upon all the people to obey it and com
pel them to obey it, there will be no trouble at all. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Would the crentleman prefer to retain the pro
vision in regard to schools which I have moved to strike ou~ in the 
House bill, or would he rather have that provision struck out accord-
ing t.o my amendment. · 

?Ylr. CAIN. I agree to accept it. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I offered it in the interest of your people a~ well 

as ours. 
1\Ir. HYNES. Let me ask the gentleman a question, whether from 

his knowledge of the white and black people of the South he does 
not believein every State controlled by the democmtic party they 
wouM not abolish the school system rather than permit mixed 
schools 7 In other words, Mr. Speaker--

M.r. COX. Let me answer. 
:Mr. HYNES. I did not understand my friend to my left was from 

South Carolina. I ask my friend from South Carolina whether he 
does not believe that the prejudice a~ainst mixed schools in the 
South is not stronger in the minds of tne white people there . than 
their love for the public-school system T 

.Mr. CAIN. I do not know; I cannot judge of the democracy. 
Mr. WHITE. I have allowed the gentleman to run beyond the 

time given to him, and I must now take the floor. 
:Mr. KELLOGG. 0, let him go on without interruption. 
Mr. WHITE. It cannot be done, as I will have no time left to 
m~~ . 

.Mr. CAIN." One word in conclusion. I think I have answered all 
questions put to me. But I say this, if we pass this bill, make it satis
factory. I know we are in the minority in this country- ! speak of 
course of the colored people. 'Ve are willing to accept anything 
which is deemed necessary to the welfare of the country. Spare us 
our liberties; give ua peace; give us a chance to live; give us an 
honest chance in the ra.ce of life; place no obstruction in our way; 
oppress u.s not; give u.s an equal chance, and we ask no more of the 
American people. 

Mr. WHITE. I yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York; [Mr. CIDTTENDEN.] 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I have been a member in full 
communion with the republican party since there was such a party 
in this country. I am about to give a vote which will offend many 
of my republican friends. I know perfectly well it is unnecessary 
for me to offend them so much the more by speaking, but I regard 
the bill now before the House, in its far-reaching res1.llts, a-s of im
mense importance both to the white man, the black man, and also 
to the republican party, with which I expect to live and die and 
sink--

Mr. COX. That is about to be the result. 
Mr. CHITTENDEN. I do not want to go down with my party 

quite so deep as- the bill will sink it if it becomes the law, and that 
is the reason why I speak. 

I shall vote against the bill for two reasons, which I will briefly 
mention. I was born in Connecticut. I have for thirty-two years 
been a citizen of the State of New York, and I do not believe there 
is a single town in New England, or one in the State of New York, 
having railroads and telegraphs, whose white men would favor or 
vote for this bill if you were to reverse the ratio of popula.tion 
giving such towns in New Bngland and in the State of New York 
the same proportion of black men that South Carolina and Louisiana 
now have. 

I admit the justice, I admi_t the conformity of th~ bill which will 
probably pass to-day with the late constitutional amendments, so far 
as I understand them. But the bill is nevertheless an offense and 
menace to the dominant race. Say this is prejudice, or sentiment if 
you please. I am a pra-ctical man, and believe it impolitic unneces:_ 
sarily to vex wbite men, North and South, by passing this bill now. 
It will moreover, in my judgment, breed mischief, prejudice, and cru
elty to the weaker race in their struggle for a higher civilization. It 
will inevitably, unless human nature has changed, expose the black 
man to new persecution and will raise new barriers to the rapid 
elevation of his race. Let it not be supposed that the battle of the 
black man is finished. He cannot be lifted after a hundred years of 
oppression in one decade to be in all respects on the same level with 
the white race in this country. He ought not to expect it. Time and 
patience are most needed for him. I listened to the speech made yes
terday by the gentleman from .Mississippi [Mr. LYNCH] with pro
found sympathy. I wanted to contribute and would gladly contrib
ute in any proper way toward the enforcement of the common law 
in Kentucky and Tennessee so as to give him all the convenience, all 
the opportunities, and all the accommodation he requires in passing 
from his home to this Capitol. Such individual cases are, however, 
comparatively few. The Federal Government can never care for 
t.hem1 especially so if the passage of this bill shall tend greatly to 
multiply them. · 

I believe there is mi6cbief- there is certainly possible mischief-in 

the first four lines of the bill as report.ed from the Judiciary Commit
t ee, in respect to white men of the North. We will not permit all 
white men to come into our hotels, theaters, and churches. It seems 
to me, ~r. Speaker, there may arise a multitnde of cases conflicting 
with such provision_. As I have said, I challenge any man here, if 
there be time, to show that the people of New England and New 
York would sanction this law if in connection with it you were to 
reverse the ratio of population, giving them the proportion of the 
weaker race now existing in the South. Not .one State or large 
town of the North would agree to the passage of this bill under such 
circumstances. Why, then, pass itT 

[1\fr. WHITE addressed the House. His remarks will appear in 
the Appendix.) · 

l\fr. ELDREDGE obtained the floor and said: I yield three minutos 
to the gentleman from Alabama, [1\Ir. CALDWELL.] 

.Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speake1·, I am very much indebted to the 
courtesy of the gentlm;nan from Wisconsin for two or three minutes, 
and I desire to say now that I only wish, as one of the Representa
tives of the State of Alabama, to enter my solemn protest against 
this bill in any of its forms or phases. From the position assumed 
and announced by my collea,gue from Alabama, lMr. Wmrn,] who 
has just taken his seat, I understand that the principle contended for 
by the author of the civil-rights bill is entirely abandoned, and that 
he assumes what he is pleased to term a middle ground between 
extremes, that being his hope of safety for the country. 

Now, l\fr. Speaker, there is only safety to the State of Alabama, 
and of Mississippi, and of every other State in this Union in this: 
that Congress shall confine itself to legislation which does no injury 
to any of their citizens. Under the legislation as contained in this 
bill, as has been argued and as has been demonstrated by the oppo
nents of the bill, no additional rights would be guaranteed or secured 
to the colored man, nor would be receive under it any protection 
further than he has now by the laws as they exist . 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman from 

Alabama. 
Mr. CALDWELL. My object, I repeat, 1\lr. Speaker, is to enter a 

protest against the passage of this bill, and I do it not only in the 
name of those people whom I represent, but in f,he name of the entiro 
white race of the ·whole country. And in the event that Congress 
sees proper to pass this law in any of its phases, I commend to my 
democratic friends that consolation which was embodied in some re
marks that were addressed by my colleague [Mr. WHITE] during the 
contest in 1868 upon the then proposed constitut.ion of my State, 
which wa~ submitted to the people; and I invoke your attention for 
one moment. As he said of that proposition then, I say to you now, 
applying it to the civil-rights bill in the event that it should be 
passed: 

Its rule maybe fastened on ns for a little while, bnt it will not bo long; and if we 
are patient, steadfast, and firm, true to our alliance, to principle, and tho Constitu
tion, true to the proud ansp~ces of Caucasian blood, true to our untarnished honor, 
true to our wives and children, true to the record of the past, and true to ourselves ; 
if we "touch not, handle not the unclean thing," deliverance full and complete will 
soon come. 

That was the language of my colleague who has just addressed the 
House. 

[ Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Speaker, I stand before the House at thls 

time a specimen of the effects of the civil-rights bill. I can assure 
the House that if its effect on the administration of this Government 
is as disastrous- -

'l'he SPEAKER pro tempm·e, (Mr. GARFIELD in the chair.) The 
gentleman will suspend until the Honse comes to order. The confu
sion is so great that nothing he says can be heard. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, (after a pause.) I remark in continuation of 
the sentence which I had commenced that if the effect of the ad
ministration of the civil-rights bill upon the·country is as disastrous 
as resistance to its passage through the House has been to me and to 
my health, it would be a sufficient argument against its passage. 

Mr. Speaker, in the remarks I have to make in opposition to the 
bill now before the Honse I intend little more than to enter my 
protest against further legislation npon the subject. I have here
tofore and frequently discussed the principles involved in t1us bill, 
and in various forms of argument, as well as I was able, endeavored 
to present the constitutional objections, the impolicy, and the danger 
of this class of legislation. The convictions of the past have been 
confirmed and strengthened, and the dangers apprehended and pointed 
out more than realized in the experience of the results. Indeed, the 
legislation of Congress since the close of the war upon the negro 
question, and the effects of that legislation upon the Southern States 
and even upon the Union itself, stand a perpetual reproach to the 
party by whom it was enforced, and an ever-preoent remonstrance and 
protest against further ena-ctments in the same direction. 

It. ought to be enough to "call a halt " that entire State~, once 
proud and majestic commonwealths, are in ruins, lying prostrate 
before us, in the very strngo'le and article of death-the work 
of our legislation. Look at South Carolina; that once proud anu 
prosperous State with her three hundred thousand property-hold
ers, two hundred and ninety t,housand of them whit,e, inclnuing 
the intelligent, educated, refined men and women of the whole 
State, subjected by this kind of legislation to the control, dom-
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ination, and spoliation of an uneducated, semi-barbarous African 
race just emancipated from the debasing and brutalizing bonds of 
slavery. Look at Mississippi, Arkansas, Alabama, autl Louisiana, 
once the most genial and bire t portion of the Republic-grand, 
mighty States of the Union, marching rapittly and proncliy forward 
in the outward and npwa.rd march of wealth and civilization, rent 
and torn by civil strife, ravaged, desolated, and destroyed by actual 
um·-a war of races brought on and kept up by congre. ional legis
lation. This state of things is not the result of natural causes, but it 
is the result of the unnatuml1·elation in which the two races have 
been placed to each other. It is the result of the conflict which may 
always be expected when it is attempted to stlbject men of culturt3, 
civilized men, men accustomed t.o freedom, to the domination and 
rule of brute forco. The history of the world furnishes no instance 
of .harmon_iou~ government brou~h~ about by the f?rced equality 
and coiilllllllghng of such antagomstic forces, and certamly not by the 
subjugation of the intellectual to the physical. The white race, with 
its pride of blood, the memory of its achievements, the conscious
ness of its superiority and power, wiU never brook African equality or 
liYe under Africanized governments; and the sooner this tru th is 
realized by American statesmen the sooner will the remedy for the 
evils that are upon ns be devised. 

Sir, this negro question is the mightiest problem of the age; none 
of half its magnitude, so far as thefutureof the Republic is concerned, 
confronts the statesman of this country to-day. It will not do longer 
to treat it as a mere partisan question or allow the passions evoked 
by the war to cont1·ol le~islatiou in regard to it. The excuses hereto
fore made for imposing Afric:J.n governments upon the sonthern white 
men will not do. Higher consideration must control. You cannot 
turn from this sickening reality and foul work of your hands with the 
flippant and senseless plea so often interposed, even if it were true, 
(which it is not,) that slaveryembruted and unfitted the emancipated 
negro for the duties devolved npon him for the government of him
self and those yon have placed untler him, and that it is only a just 
retribution upon his former master who had so long oppressed him. 

This retort, which has been so successful in prejudic-ing the igno
rant and thoughtless and so effectively used in persunding your par
tisan followers, will not avail at the bar of statesmanship. The very 
statement refutes itself. It matters not now who was or was notre
sponsible for slavery, whom it injnred, or how deep the degradation 
and wrong it wrought. The question for the statesman is and always 
was, in view of the fact.s, what are the dema,nds of patriotism T So 
far as the freedmen were concerned in introducing them into tbe 
governing force of the country, as a part thereof, it was a question of 
their fitness for the duties imposed and no other consideration should 
have entered into its determination. No partisan consideration should 
have been allowed to divert the mind from the real question involved. 

Are they according to the fundamental principles that underlie our 
system, in the broad light of our civilization, qualified according to 
the requirement and experience of enlightened statesmanship to gov
ern themselves as a race, as a people Y Nay more, is it safe and wise, 
considering only the true interest of the Republic, to intrust them 
not only with the government of themselves,. but with the govern
ment of their former masters, their wives and children and all the 
vast and varied interests of state Y None but the merest partisan 
and demagogue could p1·etend that by an act of legislation the negro 
race can be invest-ed all at once with those high qualities of states
manship, that self-control, that moderation of conduct, that consid
eration for individual rights, those sensibilities and refinements, that 
sense of reciprocal duties and obligations, and those exalted ideas of 
~oYernment which, whatever the white race now po eases, what.ever 
It now is, have been the growth and accumulations of ages and have 
spnmg frmn and are a part of our civilization. 

In making these suggestions I would not disparage or discourage 
the negro race. I would not deJ?rive them of any legal right. Nor 
woulfl I throw any impediment m the way of their growth and de
velopment as men. They should have a fair field and an equal chance 
in the race of life-a full, free opportunity to overcome all natural or 
acquired prejudices against them, and to demonstrate if they can that 
they are capable of attaining to the high civilization of the white 
race. To put them in places of trust, of responsibility, and power 
without any qualification, without any prep:.nation, is simply to do 
them the greatest possible injury and at the same time, whenever it 
is done, to endanger our system of republican government. This 
has been done already to the great detriment of both the black and 
white races. 

No man or community of men, no race or people on the fa-ce of t.he 
earth, ever was thrust forward by any other people or race, so far as 
legislation can put them forward, so rapidly and so regardless of the 
welfare of both races as the white race has the negro of America. I 
do not believe there is a candid man, certainly no statesman, who will 
now deny that the investiture of the great maes of ignorant, stupid 
negroes with the power of government was a IDJtltake. It would have 
been far better, in my judgment, for the blaok race, for its future 
a.s well as its present well-being, to have require L some previous prepa
ration, some educational qualification as a condition to the exer
cise of the right of suffrage. It would have been more in consonance 
with our system, the corner-stone of which w profess is the intelli
gence of the people, to have made inWligenct' the condition of the 
exercise of the exalted privilege and duty of governing in common 

with the white ra.ce. This, I believe, would have stimulated th<• 
black man to greater efforts and given him a better appreciation of 
the privilege itself. It wonltl have modified his c-vnceit and been an 
iu(]ucement ~o acquaint himself with t.hc duties he would take upon 
himself; it wonld have molleratecl his demands for place and power by 
a better ·comprehension of the great responsibility impo. ed, aml it 
would have made him far less offensive and obnoxious to tho e whose 
conviction and prejnrlicc were against the equality the law conferred. 
In any and every view that can ue taken of the subject it would 
have been better both for the ne:.,rro and t.he white man, for the whole 
country, to have had some period of probation and preparation, some 
learning a.nd knowledge of the science of government as a. prerequi
site to its administmtion, and as some assurance of his fidelity to and 
capability for tho performance of the duties reqnired. 

Sir~ I will not deny it must be a-dmitted on all hands, thv-t the negro 
has not been justly and fairly dealt uy. He ha-s not been sincerely 
and candidly treated by t hose who have made the greatest profes ions 
of being his friends. His present nor his future welfare nor any of 
his greatest interests as a man anc1 a citizen of the Republic in his 
relations wit:h the white race have been much considere(l in the le~is
lation claimed to be in his interest and for his advantage. He naa 
been made the sport and convenience of the republican party ever 
since his emancipation; he bas been a sort of shuttlecock cast 'auout 
for the amusement or advantage of those who have made him believe 
they were his special guardians and friends. The right or pri vile~e 
of suffrage, for which so much is demanded of him by those who still 
for their own purposes champion his cause and claim to be pa1· excel
lence his friends, wa.s not conferred because of love for him or his 
race or any real advantage it was believed it would be to him, but 
because it wa-s supposed it would add to and strengthen their politi
cal party and prolong their power. Herein was committed the grand 
error, mistake, blnnder, or crima, whichevar it should be called, upon 
the negro question. Doth he and the State and all the most vital in
terests of both have been sacrificed and made subservient to the sup
po ed interests of a mere political party. 

The black man has been literally forced into his present attitude in 
relation to thew bite race; forced, too, without knowledge or any com
prehension of what is to be the result. He is little to be blamed for the 
condition in which he now is or the circumstances that surround him. 
He has been and is being "ground as between the upper and the· 
nether millstone" by two antagonistic and opposin~ forces. He is 
no longer loved by either except for the use that can oe made of him, 
and his welfare is at all times sacrificed to the paramou,nt interest of 
party . . The pretended affection of the republican party has been his 
delu ion and snare. It deluded him into faith in its friendship and 
into its support! and thereby into sharp and hostile antagonism w_ith 
those among whom he was reared and must live, and with whom 
every interest of happiness and prosperity demands he should be 
frientls. It deluded him into the givin~ up of a 1·eal for a p1·etenclerl 
friendship, and cansed him to sacrifice tne toleration and encourage
ment Qf tbose whose interests were in common with his own for those 
"who had nothing in common wit.h him and who could never care for 
him except in so far as be strengthened them in the control of political 
and po.rtisau power. It induced him to sepa1·ate from and antagonize 
his natural ally and friend in an unnatural and partisan allhtnce with 
men who b:td no higher motive than to use him for their own selfish 
purposes, regardless of t.he consequencos to him or his race. 

Mr. Speaker, it would be interesting and instructive, if we had 
time, to commence at the beginning of the history of the republican 
party upon tho negro question and note its development aml progress 
step by step down to the present time. I think we should he able to 
see and comprehend the motive by which it has been actuated and 
controlled. \Ve should see how at one time or another it bas dis
avowed with indignant denial most or all of the measures it has after
ward advocated and enforced. We should see that party exigencies 
an<l party considerations alone have controlled it in the most of 
what it bas done. We would then see how little the welfare and 
adYantage of the colored race bad entered into the consideration or 
controlled its action in relation thereto. 

In 186 in its national platform upon which President Grant was 
first elect.ed it deqied the right of tbe FcderalGovernmeut to control 
the suffrage of the loyal States, and declared as a fundamental prin
ciple that the control of it belonged exclusively to the peop1e of the 
several States. Before the President was inaugurated, in January, 
1869, a distinguished member of this Honse from tho Stato of .Massa
chnAetts, afterward Secretary of the Treasm·y, and now a Senator of 
the United States in the Senate, reported by the direction of a ma
jority of the Judiciary Committee of the House in favor of the en
forcement of universal suffrage by the Federal Government. He 
enforced his views by a lengthy and impassioned speech, urging the 
conferring of suffrage upon the colored man almost upon party 
grounds alone. He assured the House and the country that it was 
"the last of the series of g-reat 1neasu1·es" with which the" 1·epttblican party 
1vas chm·ged" for the pacification of the country and for the estab
lishment of the institutions o,f the country upon the broadest possi
ble basis of "1·epublican eg1utlity both State a'11(l national." And. his 
main argument was based upon the fact that this measure would add 
one hundred and fifty tlwu,sand 1:otes to the 1·epublican pm·ty- enumerat
ing the number from the several States, and appe.a.ling to his party 
to know if they were going to decline the services of one hundred 
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and fifty thousand men "tvho are 1·eacly to battle for us at the ballot-box 
in favor of human rights." . 

This is the sordid, selfish appeal that has been made upon this 
negro question from the beg~ing. Not his .in~rest, not the ~nterest 
of the Repu.blic, not the great mtcrest of patnot~snt and hwm.amty, but 
the interest of the republican party. 

One hundred and fifty thoasand men stand ready to do battle for 
'1.£8 for ottr party, for the 1·epublican party j and can we decline the· 
tdnptlng offer? They may be ignorant of the first principles of gov
ernment- unable to read, write, or even to speak and understand any 
intelligible langttage- unqualified in every respect according t~ the 
requirements of our system; they may endanger the Repubhc, Jeop
ardize our most cherished institutions, drag down and degrade the 
white mce, injure and destroy the colored race by bringing the two 
races into fatal collision; but it will add one hundred and fifty thou,... 
'land votes to ou1· pa1·ty. These are the considerations, the controlling 
considerations of the past upon this subjeot, and such are the motives 
for further auitation for civil ant! social rights and social equality 
of the mces. 

0 
In these motives and in this spirit your civil-rights 

bills and all like measures have their origin and growth. They are 
the pandering of party to t~e i~norance, conceits, unreasoning an:bi
tions, untrained ant! selfish rnstrncts of the least advanced and sp01~ed 
portion of the negro race. TP.e. better claskl, the most thoughtful, 
tliose who are really capable of understanding some thing of the sit
uation and condition of affairs, are beginning to see through these 
fOchemes and machinations of their pretended friends. They see the 
folly and danger of these measures- of pressing the demands of the 
lowest portion of the race for place and position without prepara
tion without qualification, and against the prejud!ce which is more 
because of this ignorance and unfitness than any other repugnance . 
whichmaybefelt. Theycomprehend thesituati:onsofar, at least, as to 
understand that the demand for further recognition and " tlt.(j lJrotection 
of thei1· dml1'igh.ts" comes from those the least competent to understand 
or appreciate what has been done for them or t.he rights they now may 
enjoy. They understand that the clamor for civil rights comes from 
the most ignorant and dissolute, the dishonest, scheming politician 
of their own race, instigated by the unprincipled "carpet-bagger," 
"scalawag," and" pot-house" politician, who would make merchan
dise of all the rights of the colored race and of their bodies and souls, 
if thereb_y they could keep themselves in control of place and power. 
The most intelligent and worthy of the black race are grateful and 
contented that so much has been done for them, and that with so 
many favorable surroundings their destiny i:s in their own hands. 
They have sense enough to comprehend, in some degree at least, 
the solemnity and greatness of the work of self-government under 
even the ·most favorable circumstances, aud, knowing that immuni
ties · and privileges imply obligations and duties, would not force 
themselves fo:;ward without preparation. The colored race in this 
country have opportunities such as no other rac'e or people in the 
history of the world evm: had. 

The chains of slavery wherewith they were bound are broken and 
removed, and the whole people placed at once, by the race that held 
them in bondage, upon terms of perfect, absolute eqnality 1vith then~,Belves . 
They are not only in the enjoyment of all that freedorn itself can give, 
but the lights of the highest civilization are shining upon them, and 
the examples of refinement, education, patriotism, and progress- the 
development d.£ centuries- are before and a,round them, to guide and 
exalt their aspirations. If there be anything of them; H they have 
in them the elements of growth, civilization, and greatn(·ss; if in the 
economy of the Almighty they are or are to be capable of self-govern
ment and the comprehension and appreciation of the great principles of 
civil liberty and republican government-nothing on earth is now in 
their way. They start from vantage-ground- with everything to 
stimulate, inspire, and guide them. 

The law has done all it can accomplish for them. So farM the law 
is concerned, the black man is in all respects the equal of the white. 
He stands and may make the race of life upon terms of perfect 
equality with the most favored citizen. There is no right, privilege, 
or immunity secured to amy citizen of the Republic that is not con
firmed to the colored. There is no court, no tril.mual, no judicial jm·is
dic+;ion, no remedy, no means of any sort in the land, providetl by 
law for the redress of wrongs or the protection of the rights of life, 
liberty, or property of the white man that is not equally open and 
available to· the black man. The lJroad panoply of the Constitution 
and the whole body of laws, civil and criminal, and every means pro
vided for their enforcement, cover ant! extend to every American cit
izen, without regard to color or previous condition. The white man 
may with no more legal impunity trench upon or invade the do
minion of the black man's rights than the black;man may the white 
man's. The barriers of laws surrounding and protecting them are 
the same. There is no distinction, no exception, no immunity in 
favor of the white ra-ce. And let it never be forgotten that volun
tarily, in the pride and majesty of its power, the white race has thus 
far done it all. With sublime indifference and disregard of all nat
ural and conventional differences, if not with sublime wisdom and dis
cretion, the LIBERATOR, the white race, decteed and proclaimed to the 
worlcl that hisfonner slave, the nef)l"O race, whatever he may have been 
or may become, is henceforth and forever shall be under the law of 
the Republic a co-citizen and an equal. He may compete for any 

office; he may contest any citizen; he may aspire to any position; 
he is eligible to the most exalted place in the Republic. 

And, sir, what would gentlemen, what wouhl the greatest patriot, 
the greatest philanthropist, haYe more Y 'Vhat would the intellirrcnt 
ne~o, t.he man best capable of comprehending the wants, the mfces
sitJes, the highest good of his own race, ask for more Y The common
law rights of both are the same. Both are equal in its protection. 
White and bla-ck may alike invoke its interposition for the proroc
tion of rights and the redress of wrongs. If equality, exact aud 
impartial equality, of legal rights and legal remedies is desired, it is 
now enjoyed alike by both. If you would not place one race above 
the other; if you would make no distinction" on account of race or 
color or previous condition;" if you would have the recent amend
ments to the Constitution impartially administered; if you would 
have the laws of the land throughout its length and breadth, in their 
application to the citizen, take no note of the color of his skin or the 
race from which he sprang, let the ''common law" remab unchanged; 
let there not be Qne law for the white man and n.nother for the black 
man. No change, no distinction in favor of the one or the other can 
fail to injure both. 

To make the colored citizen feel that he is the pet, the especial 
favorite of the law, will only feed and pander to tllat conceit and 
self-consequence which is now his weakest and perhaps most offen
sive characteristic. If he be made to feel that extraordinary pro
visions of law are enacted in h"is favor because of his weakne s or 
feebleness as a man, the very fact weakens and enfeebles him. The 
consciousness that there is necessity for such legislation and protec
tion for him must neressarily humiliate and degrade llim. Such 
laws, too, are a constant reminder to him that he i!) inferior to the 
white race. They not only remind him of his inferiority and the 
superiority of the white race in its not requiring these special 
enactments, bnt they naturally and necessarily awaken in him a 
feeling of bitterness and unfriendliness toward the white race. 
It is impossible that the negro race should live upon terms of 
mutual confidence and friendship with a race from whom it re
quires to be protected by a special code-against whose wrongs and 
oppressions he is not safe except those wrongs are denounced by 
extraordinary laws and penalties. There can be no poace, no har
mony, no confidence, no mutual respect, no feeling of equality be
tween two races living together and protected from the infringement 
of each other's rights by different laws and different penalties. It is 
useless to deprecate or deplore the natural or acquired prejudice of 
the races so long as the laws enacted for their government in their 
very nature neces arily awaken, keep alive, and foster them. And 
whether the prejudice be the plant of the Almighty or the growth of 
sl:lvery, it cannot be removed by legislative enactments. It may be, 
as in my judgment it mogt certainly will be, increased and aggra
vated by such legislation as this, but it cannot be lessened. If the 
southern man believes, correctly or erroneously, that the negro race 
is au inferior race, this kind of legislation is certainly not calculated 
to remove that belief. This bill and all such bills go upon the ground 
that the colored ra-ce is inferior, feebler, and less capable of taking 
care of itself than the weakest and most inferior white man. Th·i.s 
is the very predicate of this legislation. And whether he claims 
the natural equality of the races or not, it is an insult to· every col
ored man in the Republic. It is an unnecessary exaggeration and 
parading of the distinction between them. 

Sir, I have intimated already, and it has been illustrated and 
demonstratetl in ant! by the effects of previous similar legislation, that 
the greatest danger now to be apprehended lies in the bringing of the 
two races into fatal antagonisJD of rights and interests. If there 
be natural prejudice, if there be antipathy, if there be antagonisms 
between the races, almost the entire legisiation of Congress on the 
negro question has been and is calculated to increase and intensify 
them all. I have referred to some of the effects upon the colored 
race; but the effects upon the white race and its disposition toward 
the colored cannot be less deleterious. Born and reared with the idea. 
that they were masters and the colored men slaves, it was not the 
work of a moment, or a small thing, to reconcile themselves to the 
changed condition. And yet, under all the circumstances, they may 
appeal with confidence to this Honse, the country, or the world that 
they have conducted themselves with commendable patience and for
bearance. Have we not all been disappointed and surprised at their 
magnanimity and submission 'l Ha.ve they not commende(l them
selves to onr warmest sympathy and approbation 'l Have they not 
borne themselves under the greatest trials and the severest ordeals to 
which poor human nature can be subjected with a greatness and 
grandeur almost sublime? 

Without malice, without resentment, without reproach, they have 
acquiesced in the emancipation of their slaves and their elevation to 
free and equal citizenship with themselves. 

If there have been some factious, dissatisfied, and turbulent spirits, 
it was to have been expected. But the hostile collisions, strifes, and 
conflicts, I believe on my soul, are more to be attributed to the po
litical and unwise legislation of Congress than to all other causes 
combined. But because they have thus fa,r with almost broken 
spirits submitted, we must not forget there is a point beyond which 
Congre s mnst not go. We must not from the pa t presume too much. 
'Ve must not for political or partoisan consid.o1·atious ~:;cok to tlegra.Uo 



1875. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 985 

or dishonor them. The white people of the Southern States are a Kellogg, and a drunken Federal judge, the sovereignty of a State 
proud, honoral>le, intelligent people. They are the depositarie of the was overthrown. That ~surpation has been perpetuated since by 
civilization of many centuries. The negro race, pos essed of all the bayonets. And but recently one of your generals entered the legis
natural capabilities the most enthusia tic African admirer can claim lative halls of Louisiana, like Cromwell when be invaded the English 
for it, even with the example of the white race constantly before it, House of Commons with his Colonel Pride, ami, keeping touch and 
must grow and develop rapidly f~r many, many years before it will time to what had gone before in the sad history of that State, ruth-
attain to the same civilization. lessly expelled its duly qualified members. 

Let us beware, then, how we create the me~ns for irritation and Onward and onward you go in defiance of the sentiment of the 
strife between the whites and the bbcks of the South. It can be no country, without pity and without justice, remorselessly determined, 
doubtful or uncerta.in struggle. Let; pa.rty exigencies and party ne- it seems, to devote these distressed southern people to complete de
ce sities be whatever they may seem, it is worse than madness, it is a struction, to give their "roofs to the fla.mcs, their flesh to the eagles." 
crime wtthout a name, to bring the two races by our legislation Your Lieutenant-General but steps upon the scene when he sends his 
into collision. The white men of t,he South cannot be brought to dispatch to the world that they are ba.nditti. We have beard it 
suumit to the domination of the black ·man. Tho attempt will bring echoed elsewhere that they were thieves, murderers, night-riders. 
ruin anu destruction upon the black ma,n or it will end in the extinc- The clergy of that Stat.e, J ~w and Gentile, havo denied it. The bu i
tion of both black and white. The black man has been a slave, the ness men and the northern residents thoro have denied it. A com
white 1nan ·never. The bla-ck .man has with submission and patience mittee of your own House, a majority of whom were republicans, 
worn the yoke of bondage and threw it not off himself; the whUe have given it their solemn and emphatic contradiction and nailed the 
man never did and never will submit to be ruled bv any race but his slander to the counter. But still it is echoed and re-echoed. Now 
own. He may and probably will for cl t.ime submit to the sword of again that accusation has come.from one-I speak not of men, but of 
th Feueral power, but I pray gentlemen not to presume upon that language, and within the rules of this House-that accusation against 
too far. His ancestors long ago tanght the Anglo-Saxon the idea of that people ha~ come from one who is outlawed in his own home from 
oppo ition to "intolerable burdens." And no Auglo-Saxon can bear respect.able society; whose name is synonymous with falsehood; who 
dishonorable burdens, or burdens imposed upon him by other bands is the champion, and bas been on all occa ions, of fraud; who is the 
than his own, without seeking the first opportunity to throw them apologist of thieves; who is such a prodigy of vice and meannesse8 
off. The pride of blood and race will never brook the rule of inferior th<tt to describe him would sicken imagination and exhaust invect
men. The gentleman from Massachusetts [l\fr. BuTLER] well said ive. 
"social equality coulu not be brought about by legislation." Neither In Scotland years ago there was a man whose trade was murder, 
can you by legislation make the white man submit to the rule and and be earned his livelihood by selling th~ bodies of his victims for 
domination of the bla-ck. I beg gentlemen, as I did in speaking gold. He linked his name to the crime, and to-d:J,yit is known through
upon this subjeet in 1 68, to "hesitate long before they attempt to out the world as "Bur king." 
bring it about." It will, it n-,ust end in the overthrow and destruction The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman to be 
of the weaker race. referring in this manner to a member of the House Y 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from "Wisconsin l\fr. BROWN. No, sir; I am describing an indi viuual who is in my 
[1\Ir. ELDREDGE] for his courte yin allowing me ten minutes of his mind's eye. 
time. It is not my purpose on this occasion to discuss the lega.l as- The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to refer to 
pects of this bill. I have done that heretofore in a carefully prepared a member of the Houso. 
speech, delivered during the last ses ion of Congres . I had hoped Mr. BROWN. No, sir; I call no names. 
that thi rueasuro would fail; but it is now manifest to all of us that This man's name was linked to his crime, and to-day throughout 
it is a foregone eonclusion that to~day's sun may set upon it as a law the world it is known as "Burking." If I wished to de cribe all thatw::tS 
of the land. Men upon the opposite side have been dragooned into pusillanimous in war, inhuman in peace, forbidden in morals, and in
its upport, and its success has been in a mea ure accomplishe(l by a famous in politics, I should call it "Butlerism." 
daring and rev~lutionary i?noyation on ~be ?-~e-?-onoreu 1:ule. of The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kentucky 
this House. It 1s the cnlruinatmg, crownmg 1mqmty of radicalism. did not reply in good fait h to the que tion put to him. The Chair 
It is born of malignity; it will be pa ed iu defiance and in violation regards the whole discourse of the gentleman from Kentucky a-s re-
of the Constitution; and executed I fear iu violence and bloodshed. ferring-- · 

Mr. HALE, of New York. I rise to a question of oruer. . Mr. BROWN. The Chair had no right to anticipate what I wa.s 
Mr. BROWN. I hope I will not be int.errupted. about to say. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. I nuuerstood the gentleman from Ken- Mr. HALE, of New York. I insist that the words of the gentle-

tacky to declare of the bill now pending before the House that it man from Kentucky be takeu down. 
was born of malignity. I rai e the point of order that the language The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks that the 
i · uot parliamentary. words be taken <iown. That will be done. 

Mr. BROWN. I think the point is puerile. The gentleman was Mr. HALE, of New York. In taking down the words, it will be 
silent yesterday when stronger langnage ou his side of the Hon...<;o was necessary to go back as far as where the gentleman began to describe 
used on this floor. a hypothetical individual. 

Mr. HALE, of New York. I ask that the words to which I have The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct that all the personal re-
referred, and those in that conuoction, be taken down and read at marks bo taken down. 
tho Clerk's desk. • • Mr. NEGLEY. .And I hope the gentleman may be expelled. 

The reporter wrote from his notes, and the Clerk read the following: The SPEAKER. The Chair de ires to state that he was not listen-
It is born of malignity; it will be passed in defiance :md in viola.tion of the Con- ing with special attention tn the remarks of the gentleman from 

stitution; :md executed I fear in violence ~d bloodshed. Kentucky; but his ear wa-s arrestecl by some language of a peculiar 
character. He asked some one near him to whom the gentleman was 
referring. The answer given to the Chair was that the gentleman 
was referring to a member of the Houso. The Chair then a.Udressed 
an inquiry to the gentleman from Kentucky. as to whether that was 
so. He answered either with a denial or evasively-the Chair could 
not tell which; and the Chair put the inquiry to him a second time. 
It would have been the highest recusance on the part of the Chair to 
have permitted such language to be used in reference to a member; 
and the Chair, in exculpati<;m of himself, rests his neglect of duty 
upon the eva-sive reply of the gentleman from Kentucky; becau e 
otherwise such language in reference to any member could not po si
bly have been permitted by the Chair. 

Mr. HALE, of New York. I raise the point of order tha.t that Ian
goa~ i unp~rliamentary as applied to a mea-sure now penilin~ be.fore 
the House. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I think you bad better expel us all, for we are 
all of that opinion. ' 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that language trans-· 
cends the limit of parliamentary debate. 

Mr. SPEER. That is c1Il honest decision. 
Mr. BROWN. I recrard it as a part of the machinerv which is to 

be set in motion in this country for the campaign of 1 76. I believe 
now that a deliberate conspiracy has been formed for the overthrow 
of our constitutional liberties. The people of the country do not 
favor these radical schemes; they have repudiated their originators. 
You men who propose to pass them have been weighed in the bal
ance and fonnd wanting. Judgment bas heen pa-ssed upon your 
political record, and nearly two-thirds of that side of the House 
retired to private life. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will address the Chair. 
Mr. BROWN. And .vour conduct now in this and other matters, Mr. 

Speaker, 1·emincls me of a passage in Junius where he describes a ba-d 
tenant, having received notice to quit, breaking the furniture, put
ting the premises in ditiorder, and doing all he could to vex the land
lord. Gentlemen and Mr. Speaker, the South is broken; it lies in its 
helplessness and despair before you ; homes dilapidated, fields wa-sted, 
Lankruptcy u~on it. Is there nothing in its situation to touch your 
pi1iy Y And if your magnanimity cannot bo reached, will you not be 
moved by t>ome sense of justice' _ 

In 1~72, by a conspiracy between t"be Attorney-Genoral, Governor 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the words taken down will embrace the in
terrogatory of the Chair and the answer. 

The SPEAKER. All that will be included. 
The Chair lays before the House a report from the Committee on 

Enrolled Bills. 
Mr. DAWES. Will the intervention of other business interfere 

with this point of order¥ 
The SPEAKER. Nothing intervened between the utterance of the 

words and the demand that they be taken down ; therefore the point 
holds good. But while the words are being taken down the Chair 
announces a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

1\Ir. HARRIS, of Georgia, from the Committee on Enrolled Bifu, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same; 

An act (H. R. No. 300) granting a pension to Hugh Walla.ce; 
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An act (H. R. No. 393) granting a pension to Rosanna Quinn; 
An act (H. R. No.1275) granting a pension to William D. Boyd, of 

Johnson County, Kentucky; 
.An act (H. R. No. 1438) granting a pension to Emily Phillips, widow 

of :Martin Phillips; 
An act (H. R. No. 1722) granting a pension to :Martha 'Volcl; 
An act (H. R. No. 1820) granting a pension to Samuel Henderson; 
An act (H. R. No. 1947) gra.nting a pension to Georgo Holmes; 
An act (H. R. No. 1953) granting a pension to William D. Morrison, 

la.te captain of Company D, Seventh Regiment Maryland Volunteer 
Infantry; 

An act (H. R. No. 2'218) granting a pension to Sarah Summerville; 
An act (H. R. No. 2254) granting a pension to the minor heirs of 

John H. Evans; 
An act (H. R. No. 2352) granting a pension to Lewis Hinely; 
An act (H. R. No. 2372) granting a pension to Ra.chael W. Phillips, 

widow of Gilbert Phillips; 
An act (H. R. No. 2673) to restore the name of Hannah B. Eaton, of 

Kingsville, Ohio, to the pension-roll; 
An act (H: R. No. 2674) granting a pension to John W. Wright, now 

at the national military asylum near Dayton, Ohio; 
An act (H. R. No. 2901) granting a. pension to John Hendrie; 
An act (H. R. No. 2949) granting a pension to James R. Borland; 
An act (H. R. No. 3008) granting a pension to John J. Bottgar; 
An act (H. R. No. 3193) repealing the a.ct granting a pension to 

William H. Blair, a,pprovecl July 27, 1868; 
An act (H. R. No. 3275) granting a pension to Eli Persons; 
An act (H. R. No. 3277) granting a pension to Robert D. Jones; 
An act (H. R. No. 3278) granting a pension to Margaret Beeler; 
An Act (H. R. No. 358-t) to grant title to certain lands in the Terri-

tory of Arizona; . 
An act (H. R. No. 3681) granting a pension to William M. Drake; 
An act (H. R. No. 3682) granting a pension to Theron W. Hanks, a 

private in the Thircl .Minnesota Battery; 
An act (H. R. No. 3691) granting a pension to James Burris; 
An act (H. R. No. 3697) granting a pension to Belinda Craig; 
An act (H. R. No. 3702) granting a pension to Alice Roper; 
An act (H. R. No. 3707) gmnting a pension to Louisa Thoma-s; 
An act (H. R. No. 3722) granting a pension to John Fink; 
An act (H. R. No. 3723) granting a pension to Mary Logsdon; 
An act (H. R. No. 3728) granting a pension to Abby A. Dike; 
An act (H. R. No. 4162) granting the right of way and depot-grounds 

to the Oregon Central Pacific Rail way Company through the public 
la.nds of the United States, from Winnemucca, in the State oi Nev:tda, 
to the Columbia River, via Portland, in the State of Oregon; 

An ·act (H. R. No. 4443) in regard to the visit of His Majesty the 
King of the Hawaiian Islands; and . 

An a-ct (H. R. No. 4531) to ameml the act entitled "An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year emling June 30, 1875, and for other purposes," approved 
June 23, 1874. 

CIVIL-RIGHTS BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The words which were ordered to be taken down 
will now be read. · 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Now again that accusation has come from one-I speak not of men lmt of lan

gua"e, aml within the rules of this Honst»-that accnsation against that people has 
come from one who is outlawed in his own home from respectable society; whose 
name is s:vnonymous with falsehood: who is the champion, and has been on all 
occasions; of fraud; who is the apologist of thieves; who is such a ~rodigy of 
vice and meannesses that to describe him would sicken imagination and exhaust 
invective. 

In Scotland years ago there was a man whose trade was murder, and who earned 
his livelihoofl by selliri~ the bodies of his victims for gold. He linked his name to 
his crime, and to·day tnroughout the world it is known as "Bur king." 

The SPEAKRR: Does the Chair understand the gentleman to be referring "in 
this language to a member of the House 1 

Mr. BROWN. No, sir; I am desoribin~r an individual who is in my mind's eye. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to refer to a member of the 

House. 
Mr. BROWN. No, sir; I call no names. · 
This man's name was linked to his crime, and to-day throughout the world it is 

known a.s "Bru·king." If I wished to describe all that was pusillanimous in war, 
!~~~tY:ri:!_~,eace, forbidden in morals, and infamous in politics, I should call it 

Mr. HALE, of New York. 1\lr. Speaker, I offer the following reso-
1ntions: 

Rr.solved, That the member from Kentucky, Mr. JOHN YOUNG BROWN, in the 
language used by him upon the floor aml taken down at the Clerk's desk, as well 
as in the prevancation to the Speaker, by which h e was ~nablecl to complete the 

H~~!n~:do~~~t!a~~u;~~r~a:O~~o~p;leoir~~~f~~~~ s~:.e privileges of this 
Resolved, That said JoHN YOUNGBIWWN be now brought to the bar of the House 

in the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and be there publicly censured by the 
Speaker in the name of the House. 

1\fr. HALE, of New York, rose. 
1\Ir. DA. WES. Will the gentleman yield to me to have the substi

tuteread 'f 
Mr. HALE, of New York. I yield for that purpose only. 
Mr. DAWES. I offer the following as a substitute for that of the 

gentleman from New York. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. I yield only to have it read. 
Mr. SPEER Is this proceeding in order except by unanimous 

consent a.t this stage of the proceedings Y 

The SPEAKER. \Vhat Y 
Mr. SPEER. The resolution of the gentleman from New York. 
The SPEAKER. What point of order does the ~_?ntleman mnke? 
Mr. SPEER. The civil-rights bill is before tho .tlouso. Is th.i!) in 

order Y 
Mr. COX. This is a most uncivil proceeding. 
The SPEAKER. There is no point in that. 
1\Ir. HALE, of New York. I will hear the resolution read. 
1\Ir. SPEER. I desire to have the statement of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrnles the point of order. 
Mr. SPEER. How does the gentleman get the floor to move the 

resolution 'f . . 
The SPEAKER. It is a proceeding of the highest privilege. If 

there is anything in the language of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[1\fr. BROWN] which transgresses the order of the House, the rnles 
provide that the words sh::ill be taken down and that the House shall 
act upon them, no matter what business may be pending. The rules 
provide that nothing else shall intervene until the question is settled. 

Mr. SPEJIJR. The statement of the Chair of what the rules pro-
vide is satifactory; I did not understand it before. 

l\Ir. DAWES. I now ask that the resolution be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That J"omr YOUNG BROWN, a member of this Honse from the State of 
_Kentucky, be expelled from ~he Honse for gross violation of the rules-

[ Here the teading was interrupted by loud applause in the galleries 
and upon the floor of the House.] 

The SPEAKER. That is very improper in tho galleries and very 
much more so on the floor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It is in keeping with this whole proceeding. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 

resolution. 
The Clerk proceeded as follows : 

for gross violation of the rules and privileges of the House in the use upon the 
floor of the language just read by the Clerk, and for falsf'ly stating to the Speaker 
of the Honse that lie did not refer to any member of the Honse. 

Mr. LAMAR. I think that resolution--
Mr. HALE, of New York. I decline to yield for that resolution at 

the present time. I do not think it is necessary to debate the ques
tion, and do not yield for any words of debate. 

Mr. BECK. Let the resolution of the gentleman fromNewYorkbe 
again read. . · -

Mr. HALE, of New York. The House understands the question. 
1\fr. DAWES. I think the gentleman from New York will see thero 

is a propriety in proceeding deliberately and giving the member from 
Kentucky, if he desires it, an opportunity to be heard, and not to pass 
the resolution under the previous question. If it becomes us to take 
notice of this proceeding, it becomes us to take notice of it with de
liberation. The previous question cuts of all expression of views. I 
trust, therefore, the House on both sides, whatever may be their opin
ion of the propriety of one resolution or the other, will not pass any 
proposition here, under the circumstances, under the previous question. 

1\fr. COX. I appeal to my friend from New York not to hurry this 
thing. He himself called a member a dirty dog last year and was not 
censured for it. . 

Mr. HALE, of New York. It is not true-the statement is not 
true, and my colleague has no right to insult me by saying it. 

1\lr. COX. I did not insult you. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. He does insult meandstatesathingnot 

true. 
Mr. COX. I will withdraw it and be more decorous than my col-

leao-ue. • 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is entitled to tho 

floor and demands the previous question, as the Chair understands, 
upon his resolution. 

Mr. HALE, of New York. I did not believe it was possible this 
House should desire debate on this questiou. The transaction has 
taken place in the presence of the whole House. Every person knows 
it fully, and I do not believe the House desires debate, but if they do 
of course the previous question may be voted down. I now demand 
the previous question. 

1\fr. COX. I hope it will be voted down. 
The SPEAKER. It requires two-thirds to demand the previous 

question, it being the first day it is pending. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. Does not that rule of two-thirds apply 

to a bill f 
The SPEAKER. The Chair stands corrected; it is upon the en

grossment a.nd third reading of a bill, and a majority can demand the 
previous question on this resolution. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. How far will the previous question be operative T 
The SPEAKER. It will bring the House to an immediate vote 

without a moment's debate on the resolution. 
1\Ir. DAWES. Will not this exclude my resolution f 
The SPEAKER. If seconded it will. 
Mr. SENER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky have any oppor-

tunity for explanation 'f 
The SPEAKER. Not if the previous question is seconded. 
Mr. HALE, of New York, demanded tellers. . 
Tellers were ordered; and 1\Ir. HALE, of New York, and 1\Ir. Cox 

were appointed. 
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The House divided; and theteller t:J r eported ayes 2, noes not counted. 
So the House refused to second the demand for the previous question. 
The-SPEAKER. The House has refused to second the demand for 

the previous question and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWES] offers a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from 
New York, [l\Ir. HALE:] The substitute of the gentleman from Mas
sa.chusetts will be agam read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
R esolved That JoHN YoUNG BROWN, a member of this House from the State of 

Kentuck y.' be expelled from the House for ~ross violation <?f the rules and privi
le"'es of the House in the nse upon the floor of the lan~uage JUSt read by the Clerk, 
a.:ri'd for L'\lsely stating to the Speaker of tb~ Honse that he did not refer to any 
member of the Rouse; which language is as follows. 

[Here follow the words read by the Clerk.] 
Mr. DA \VES. I do not desire myself to occupy the atte?tion of 

the House but for a single moment. I regret very much that 1t seems 
to have fallen to my lot to offer this resolution. Nothin~can be more 
painful to me than the necessity that seems to be pressrng upon me 
to do this. I have served before with the gentleman fromKe!ltucky, 
and my relations with him under circumstances of a very tryrng per
sonal character have always been kind. He wa.s elected to Congress 
before he was of the constitutional age, and I made his acquaintance 
while he was waiting his arri~al at a constitu~ional majority b~fore 
he took his seat. It was my pamful duty as eharrman of a committee 
in this House on another occa~ion to offer a resolution the effect of 
which was to exclude him from a seat in this Honse. It gave me 
great pleasure, at a subsequent period, myself to introduce a bill here, 
which commanded the unanimous vote of the House of Representa
ti ves, to qun.lify him for a. seat in this House by removing his political 
disabilities. · 

·when the gentleman from Kent~cky came ~a~~ ~ere I welcomed 
him as a. young man of great promiSe and poss1bihties. And I have 
rejoiced at every manifestation on his part of ~he fulfillment ?f that 
promise and have been shocked to-day and pamed, and nothing but 
a belief' that it is imperatively demanded of this House to vindicate 
itself and its rules and settle here and now whether members of 
this House are to be frowned down in the exercise and discharge of 
their duty under the rules by the indulgence in such language as we 
ban heard to-day-nothing but that belief and a. sense of duty would 
have influced me to offer this resolution. 

I cannot vote for the resolution of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. HALE,] because I do not see in it anything which by the gen
tleman from Kentucky will be deemed any punishment. I know 
that there is a frame of mind and a disposition which is just now 
being inaugura.ted in this House which remind me of the olden time. 

I have been here, sir, when the freedom of debate wa.s vindicat.ed 
on],y by forming a hollow square in front of the Speaker's desk wh~e 

· men uttered their sentiments here in the House; when the gallenes 
were filled with armed men, who e threat-s to silence debate on this 
floor were audible in any part of this Hall. I bad hoped, sir, that 
that day bad passed ~nd-pa~ed forever. I had hoJ;>ed that the con
dition of things which made such a proceeding poss1ble ~as never ~ 
return a,O'ain. At least I hoped that never while I occupted a seat m 
this Ho~se should I be called upon to sit in my seat and hear men 
who were discharging their duties in accordance with their honest 
convictions upon this :fioor denounced in the language that I have 
be:1.rd to-day. I think the House should here and now decide 
whether they will permit this thing to be inaugurated in this House 
at least. I hope that, whatever may be tolerated hereafter, this House 
will not a.t least be responsible for it. Let this House while it has 
a.n existence, and while the reputation of it rests upon a majority 
h.ere, vindicate itself in the interest of decency and freedom of debate 
and decorum in this Hall. 

But, sir, the effect of theresolutionofthegentlemanfrom New York 
[Mr. HALE] would be to send the member from Kentucky out with 
what he would deem a decoration, rather than any such rebuke a.s be
comes this House to mete out unto one who will so violate the privi
leges of the House deliberately, as I am sorry to believe the member 
from Kentucky bas done, with measured words-words which, when 
the Rouse recalls not only what was said by him to-day but the unfin
ished sentences which he was interrupted in saying yesterday, and 
which seem to bear so remarkable similitude to the language used 
h ere to-day, carry the conviction to sober minds that this language 
has been slept upon at least twenty-four hours. They therefore 
admit of uo such excuse or palliation as that they were used in the 
heat and excitement of debate. They were prepared, studied, meas
ured, and then when the attention of the member from Kentucky 
was called to his transgression of the niles, his answer to the Speaker 
Rhows full well that not only was this prepared, but that the mem
ber from Kentucky wa~ also prepared with such an answer to any 
call to order which might come up a.s would give him an opportu
nity to successfully violate the rules before he could be put down. 
Therefore, sir, it is that I a~k this House to substitute a suusta.ntinJ 
vindication of the rights of this House for the resolution which bas 
been offered by the gentleman from New York, [.Mr. HALE.] 

Mr. WOOD and Mr. COX rose. 
Mr. DAWES. Holding the floor, I am willing to yield time to any 

gentleman .who desires to spea k. 
· :Mr. COX. I desire to addrllss the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. I yield to thegentleruanfrom New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SE.YATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of their clerks, 

announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 650) for the relie.f of John Brennan; . 
A bill (H. R. No. 1579) for t he relief of Joseph J. Petn; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1660) for the relief of John B. Tyler; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2844) gran~ng rel~ef to Francis D~d~e; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3179) grantmg relief to John L. Williams, of New 

York; . 
A bill (H. R . No. 3180) for the relief of N. H. Dunpbe, of Ma.ssachu

setts; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 4545) to provide for the relief of persons suffering 

from the ravages of grasshoppers. 
The message further announced that the Senate bad passed bills of 

the following titles; in which he was directed to ask the concurrence -
of the House : 

A bill (S. No. 271) for thereliefof Frances A. Robinson, administra
trix of the estate of John M. Robinson, uecea~ed; 

A bill (S. No. 295) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist 
Episcopal church at New Creek, West Virginia; 

A bill (S. No. 625) for t.he relief of Lemuel D. Evans, late collector 
of internal revenue for the fourth district of Texas ; 

A bill (S. No. 819) for the relief of Geotge W. Dawsor; 
A bill (S. No. 821) for the relief of Peasley & McClary, of Nashua, 

New Hampshire; · 
A bill (S. No. 889) for the relief of Angelliie Logan; • 
A bill (S. No. 951) for the relief of John Montgomery and Thomas 

E. Williams; ..... 
A bill (S. No. 1065) forthe relief of J. W . Drew, late an additional 

paymaster in the United States Army; a.nd 
A bill (S. No. 1125) for the relief of the Terre Haute and India.na.p

olis Railroad Compa.ny, successor of the Terre Haute and Richmond 
Railroad Company, in the State of Indiana.. 

CIVIL-RIGHTS BILL. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I would not pour any.thing but water upon 

these flames. I would not pour oil upon the flames, and I think 
my friend from Mas&'l.chusetts, [Mr. DAWES,] who is about remov
ing to a higher station, might well follow such an example. Sir, 
I came to Congress in 1856 with the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts; we have served together during all these various 
vicissitudes of our political lives. I have been witness to the same 
scenes which he describes, though I beg to saytha.t hedescriuesthem 
with great exaggeration of fancy, not of falsehood, for I might be ex
pelled if I said anything of that kind. But I think there is somo 
constitutional doubt about the right to expel members for intemper
ate languao-e. This House is a. sort of re.servoir of the intern pemnce 
of the co~try : I simply refer to its intemperate language. 'I'he 
gentleman from Massachusetts must have known that never in the 
history of this country bas there been such good temper manifested 
a.s was manifested during the forty-six hours of continuous session 
which we have bad during our filibustering on this bill. 

Now, sir, I am not responsible for these proceedings connected 
with this bill in any sense. I am not responsible for the intemperance 
of language of t.he gentleman from Ma sachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] 
yesterday, or that of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. RBOWN] 
to-day. But if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DA" E ] 
wished to preserve the decorum of the House, he would at least-to 
say nothing of the intemperance of language that ·was used by· the 
gentleman from Indiana a.nd the gentleman from New York-be 
would have interfered yf!lsterday. I believe, with all respect to gen
tlemen on both sides, that the provocation to the language used by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BROWN] came from what was 
said by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] yesterday, 
and here are his words : 

The bill is necessary because there is an illogical, unjust, ungentlemanly, and 
foolish prejudice upon this matter. There is not a white man at the Sonth that 
would not associate with a negr(}-all that is required in this uill-ifthatnegro were 
his servant. * * * But the moment that yon elevate this bla.ck man to citizen
ship from a slave, then immediat~ly he becomes offensive. That is why I say that 
this prejudice is foolish, unjust, illogical, and ungentlemanly. 

And so on through the chapter, until he brings it to a. very climax 
where he forced upon our side of the House a companionship with 
that which was suggested by his modes of expression, and the whole 
of our side was included in his last philippic. Ther~fore the provo
cation really came from.the distinguished colleague of the gentleman 
from Massa{lhusetts, and it was answered perhaps with too much bit
terness. But it did not call for censure then, and it does not call for 
expulsion now. If it does, then why did we not begin last session f 
Why did we not begin with the honorable gentleman from New York, 
mv colleague, [Mr. HALE,] who opened this movement! I will ask 
the Clerk to read that which I have marked, to show that my state
ment a while ao-o was correct. If my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
BROWN] was w~ong, and my friend from Massachusetts [1\fr. BuT
LER] was intemperate yesterday-! mean in language only-we are 
all more 6r less responsible ; and the best thing we can do is to drop 
this business altogether, and to go on with the l:>ill you are so anxious 
about, and t hen go on with the appropriation billl'1, and after that as 
soon as possible go home and give way to the popular. party. 
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Mr. HALE, of New York. I ask my colleague [l\fr. Cox] if he 
sends to the Clerk's desk to have read anything relating to me f So 
far as I am concerned I will not object, lJut I shall tn.ke occasion to 
respond to my colleague if I can obtain the attention of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
I have seen, Mr. Speaker, a cur emerging from a po.d.dle, ~th his hair draggling 

with filth force his way amon"' decent veople, and thrust himself upon them, or 
shake his' filth upon them. I liave known tha.t e~erimcnt tried, and have kn~w_n 
decent people to be smirched; . but I have never di~covered th~t the cur ~ho .ilid 1t 
r emained anything else but a d~rty dog. And I believe that will always meV!ta.bly 
be the case. 

:Mr. COX. Have you an.v censure on thatY No. . 
Mr. HALE, of New York. Was there any occasion for censure 

upon that! 
.Mr. COX. Everybody understood to whom it was n.pplied. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. If it was unparliamentary, why did not 

my colleagne call me to order! 
Mr. ELDREDGE. Read what was said mreply. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WILSO?i, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, we have just had a very admirable exhi· 
bition of the dirty dog. · 

Mr. COX. I think we had better stop this thing now. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. Upon introducing the resolution which 

I submitted, it seemed to me that for a tmnsact.ion which hns taken 
pl:we in the presence of the House, which every member h::d wit
nessed, and of wliich every member has full and ample opportunity 
to judge, there could be no necessity for debate. It seemed to me 
that in the eyes of all right-minded men there could be no question 
that the language which hruj been used by the member from Ken
tucky was unparliamentary language of the grossest character, and 
that as such it merited the expression of this House which should 
characterize and stigmatize it as it deserved. It was with that view 
that I called the previous question on my resolutions. I regret that 
but a single member of this Honse was found to entertain the same 
view which I entertained and to vote with me for the previous que tion. 

But the Honse having decided otherwise, and the resolutions being 
open for clebate and amendment, I have only to say that I do believe 
tl1e resolutions which I introduced are the precise resolutions adapted 
to the exigency of the case and which the House ought to adopt. I 
should regret to see the resolution propo ed oy the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] adopt.ed as a substtitute for mine for two 
reasons. One is that I do not believe this to be a case where the 
Hon e ought to exercise the extreme measure of ex pulsion. The other 
is that I feel entirely uncertain that two-thirds of the House can ue 
found to vote for it. With thn.t statement I have nothing further to 
say upon the question between the two propositions. 

But I beg to say that I regard the manner in which my colleague 
[M:r. Cox] has called my na.me, in connection with a former transa..c
ti'Jn, into this c:tse as most ungracious and unhandsome. I cannot 
but regret that he should have seen fit to drag up a.n old matter and 
t.o drag me before this House for the purpose of implied censure and 
out of all parliamentary rules. I think that the strictest a-nd severest 
criticism which the Hou e can pass upon my language will fail to 
find one word in it from beginning to end which is unparliamentary 
or liable to a ca,ll to order. 

1\Ir. COX. I never proposed to censure my colleague. 
Mr. HALE, of New York. It was brought in by way of censure 

and nothing else. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I desire to know of the gentlemn.n from New 

York, [Mr. HALE,] in the language which he then used, and the 
clescription which he gave of that "purp," to whom he referred f 

Mr. HALE, of New York. I do not propose to respond to a.ny such 
interrogator.v. 

1\Ir. ELDREDGE. Now is not the gentleman "prevaricating" :1 

1itt1ef 
The SPEAKER. The gentlem::m from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 

is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. McKEE. I wish to make a. parliament:try inquiry. Are we 

dis~u ing the conduct of the gentlnmn.n from Indian:1 two years ago 
or the conuuct of the gentleman from Kentucky ten minutes agoT 

Several MEMBERS. Both. 
1\Ir. DAWES. I wish to inquire of the gentlem11n from Kentucky 

pir. BROWN] whet.her he desires to be heard on this proposition. 
l\1r. LAMAR. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield to me 

for a moment f 
Mr. DAWES. I will after the gentleman from Kentucky has re-

sponded to my inquiry. • 
Mr. LAMAR. I would like to make a few remarks before he 

speaks. 
Mr. DAWES. I have engaged to yield to one or two gentlemen, 

but I feel it my duty to put to the ~entleman from Kentucky the in-
quiry I now repeat, whether he desrres to be heard. · 

Mr. BECK. My colleague [Mr. BROWN] de'!ires to be heard ; but 
he and his colleagues from Kentucky desire that the gentlem::m from 
1\fi sissippi [Mr. LAMAR] shall be heard first for a few moments. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. . I will consult in that regard the wishes 
of the gentlemen from Kentucky; but I cannot yield to the gentle
mt~n from Mississippi at this moment. I have engaged to yield to 
the ~entleman from ~fn.ine, [Mr. HALE,] after who e ~~emn.rks I will 
yielCL to the gentlom:m from Mississippi. 

Mr. HALE, of Maine. Mr. Spea.ker, for one I was not greatly snr
prise.(l at the language thn.t I hea.rd read from the Clerk's desk as 
having been uttered by the gentleman from Kentucky. I expect 
hereafter, in the next ConiTress, to hear more of such l::mguage, and 
not only applied to the gentleman from Massachusett [Mr. BUTLER] 
who was in this instance assailed, but I fear it will lJe applied to 
every great and honored name that the war has brou.rht down to us. 
The gentleman from l\fa sachusetts was assn.iled here because in the 
war he represented the strong hand and not the weak band; and with 
this belief I do not need to say that in my breast there is no disposi
tion to excuse or extenuate the language that fell from the lips of 
t.he member from Kentucky. 

Bnt that is not alone the question that the House of Representa
tives is to settle here. Decause a. memb~r baa forgotten the dignity 
of the Honse, because he has forgotten his decon1m as a member, and 
has in an intemperate moment exceeded all hi rights and cast a re
proach that he had no right to cast upon a member of this House, 
and has thereby violated it p!'ivileges, it is not for us in a moment 
of passion-it is not for us, even if every man believes thn.t in the 
mutation~:~ of politics we are likely to hear more of thi , to act in
temperately ourselves. 

Neither, sir, are. we to regar{l what the member from Kentucky 
shall think of the action of this Honse. The gentleman from Ma sa
chn 'etts [Mr. DAWRS] has said that the member from Kentucky 
would consider a censure nothing but a "tlecoration." We have noth
in(J' to do with that. I believe that the proper and fit act in this 
case, preserving our self-control, is to bring him swiftly beforo the 
bar of the House and censure him. Does any man say that that is a 
light thing-that in the pre ence of the American Honse of Commons, 
the great popular body in this country, the swift, stern-dealing cen
sure of the House administered through the Spt>aker upon a member . 
is a light thing. It makes no difference to us what the member to be 
censured may think. As to what he thinks, it would apply equally 
to expulsion. As to what his constituents may think, it would apply 
equally to expulsion. It has been known here and in other popular 
bodies that where expulsion has been ever so much d served, the 
member's constituents have sent him back n.gain. Does anybody 
doubt here that if we expel the member from Kentucky he will be 
sent back by a Kentucky constituency! Any one who so believes 
has more faith in the moderation of that constituency than I have. 

.A ME:\rnER. He has already been sent back. 
1\Ir. HALE, of Maine. We may thus shift the sympathy to this 

man who may be put und,er our ban, who may be cen ured here. But 
how any man can believe that the solemn censure of the House is a 
light thing pa ses my comprehension. 

One thing more. The gentlem::m from New York, [Mr. Cox,] who 
i always on his highest point in review of the triumphs of his party 
this last fall, counting triumphs and discountinO' them in the future, 
again rehearses the old cry that this House should do nothing but go 
to the appropriation bills or other business and should pa s this 
thing by. For one, sir, tha.t, with my coooent, shall never be done. 
There has not been, since I have been here, such an occasion for 
swift, prompt, decisive action as now. I hope the matter will not 
be allowed to pass from the minds of members for even a few mo
ments until the judgment of the Honse is inflicted-such a judg
ment, let me remind members, a we can inflict. Let us not, on any 
radical proceeding, allow thi thin9, to go on until its "currents turn 
awry, and lose the name of action. We can censure; I believe we 
can not expel. 

1\fr. HALE, of New York. If the gentleman from Ma 11chnsetts 
[Mr. DAWES] will allow me a single moment, I de jre to have read 
a pas age from the debate of ye terday, which I think will be seen 
to hn.ve an immediate bearing upon the question now before us. I 
de ire this pas age read before the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BROWN] shall make his remarks, in order that he may answer whether 
he did not yesterday commence the same sentence which he has 
utt.ered to-day. 

Mr. DAWES. As the gentleman from New York [Mr. HALE] sug
ge ts, there will be foun-d in the debate of yesterday the language of 
to-day commenced- an unfinisheu sentence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. BROWN. I desire to say one word. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mas achusetts yield to the gentleman 

from Kentucky, [Mr. BRom<1] 
Mr. BRow~ . Many years ago in England-
lli. ll'LTLER, of Massachusetts. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi, 

[Mr. LYNCH. j 

1\fr. H.ALE, of New York. The House hn.s reason to believe that 
the langn..'1ge just read by the Clerk was intended to be followed by 
the identical words the gentleman from Kentuckyha used to-day. 

Mr. CROSSLAND. Read the language immediately preceding. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky refer to the 

prcce.ding paragraph f . 
1\Ir. CROSSLA1 D. Certainly. 
The Clerk rea.d as follows: 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think now as the remark which I did not hear 
has gone into the RECORD I should be permitt.etl to state, if the gentleman said I was 
a murderer because I banged a man at New Orleans, that so far from taking offense 
I glory in it, and the troo.ole has been that I did not hang more then than I did. 

Mr. DAWES I yield now to the gentleman from :Mississippi for 
five minutes. 



-

1875. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 989 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. Speaker, I am afraid that the majority of this 
Honse, in the heat of passion, are about to do an arbit rary and op
pressive net, which they will regret when that passion subsides n.nd 
r eason resumes its just and lawful supremacy. 

I wish to speak with perfect frankness on this subject. I think 
that the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BROWN,] under a feeling of 
indignation very natural nuder "the circumstauoes, did commit a 
violation of the rules of this House in the language he used. But, 
sir, how frequently upon the floor of this House have such personali
ties been indulged without reprimand and without punishmen t Y The 
distinguished gentleman from New York, [Mr. HALE,] for whom I 
have a high respect as a gentleman of accomplishments and learning, 
upon one occasion early in the last session struck me as allowing 
himself, under an irritation I could very well appreciate, to hurl an 
epithet which certainly was not consistent with the courtesies of 
parliamentary debate; and the retort came back upon him from two 
or three quarters not less bitter and stinging. Why, sir, the entire 
history of the deba~es in this body has been marked by the most 
pungent personalities, sometimes by no means classical and not un-

. frequently more coarse than epigrammatic. 
There must necessarily be occasional ebullitions of temper and 

asperities where there is such freedom of speech; always to be re
pressed, I admit, by the app1ication of the rules of the House. 

Now, sir, merely for purpose of illustration and with no purpose of 
bringing n p any unpleasant memories of any kfnd, let me recall t o your 
mind, Mr. Speaker, the various instances in which personn.lities most 
violent and intemperate have occurred upon this floor without repre
hension. Who does not rm;nember the occasion on which the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BuTLER] upon this very floor charged 
a distinguishecl gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Bingham, a man eminent 
for his talents and his eloquence, (who now represents, I believe, this 
Government abroad in high diplomatic position,) with having been 
concerned in the trial and execution of a helpless woman, calling it 
a judicial murder upon insufficient evidence. I cannot give the exact 
language, as I speak from memory, but I think I do not exa-ggerate 
the intensity of repro;tch with which the gentleman from Massachu
setts [Mr. BuTLER] characterized the action of his fellow-member in 
connection with that unhappy tragedy, and I am quite confident 
that I have not forgotten Mr. Bingham's retort. 

A MEMBER. They did not censure his abuse yesterclay. 
Mr. L.AJrf.AR. I prefer not to refer to the occurrences of yesterday. 

Let us take cases about which there is no dispute. Who does not 
remember the retort of Mr. Bingham Y It was riveted into my recol
lection, though I have not seen it since it was first published. He 
spoke of such language as being unworthy of the dignity of this House, 
and that " they could o-nly emanate from a man who lived i-n a bott le and 
was fed with a spoon." I am simply repeating, not with a view of 
bringing up unpleasant recollections or giving the words quoted any 
sanction of my own, but to show that the debates of this Honse have 
been characterized by the most contumelious invectives without 
eliciting any censure or objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Does not the gentleman from Mississippi think it is 
time to stop itt I agree with him. 

Mr. LAMAR. I think it is, but I think you might more judiciously 
and justly time your interposition. 

Mr. E. R. HOAR rose. 
Mr. LAMAR. Does the gentleman wish to aak me a question T 
Mr. E. R. HOAR. I thou<Yht yon ha~ closed. 
Mr. LAMAR. I presume I had better close. I am simply appeal

ing to your calmer reason in this matter, and for this purpose was 
about to call n.ttention to one or two instances more of a like kind. 

Who does not recollect the personal controversy between Mr. 
WMhburne, who now represents with dignity and usefulness our 
Government at the court of France-who does not remember the de
bate between him and a gentleman by the name of Domielly f Why, 
sir, so hot did the war of words ra~e between them that the vituper
ative rhetoric on both sides seeme<1 to grow drunk in the fury of its 
denunciations. This is the first instance where, men using against 
each other the weapons of sarcasm and invective, the House comes 
in and by main strength seeks to put down one of the antagonists 
who proves himselfthehardesthitter. If members willnotpass this 
matter over, if they are determined to bring the power of the ma
jority to bear upon my distinguished friend, I can tell the gentleman 
from Maine his expectations will be frustrated. There will be no 
violent scenes to feed morbid appetites for excitement and agitation. 

For, sir, if this House determines to put this reprimand upon him, 
if it chooses to call the Sergeant-at-Arms and make that Sergeant put 
his hand upon the person of the gentleman from Kentucky and con
duct him before your bar, there to receive your rebuke in the language 
of that resolution, language far more insulting thana blow would be
if you Qhoose to do this, I say beforehand, from my know ledge of that 
gentlemen's devotion to the g1·eat interest of which he is an honored 
representative, that he will quietly and with unshaken dignity sub
mit to your authority and resume his seat upon the floor; ·but I think 
t hat if gent lemen will only consider this matter they will see-that 
they are bringin<Y to bear extraneous power where it has been usual 
t o leave the res~t to the capacities of the two combatants. 

Now, sir, one word if I may be permitted as to this charge of pre
VP.~rication in the resolution. I think, Mr. Speaker, you were pre
mature in your censure of the gentleman. I believe you did not intend 

to be unjust, but I think whatever may be said of the course which 
the gentleman pursued-and I do not say that it was in accord with 
the rules of the House-it was not prevaricating. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not use that word. 
Mr. LAMAR. I stand corrected. 
Mr. COX. It is in the resolution that that word is used. 
The SPEAKER: The Chair characterized the gentleman's conduct 

a.s "evasive." • · . 
1\Ir. Lilf.AR. I am glad the Chair has corrected me, and make the 

amende with pleasure. Still the Chair stated that the answer was 
not in good faith; that it was evasive. Now, I do not think it will 
bear even that construction. The gentleman had just finished a sen
tence with the word" Burking," when the Chair interposed and asked 
if the gentleman meant to refer to a member upon this floor. The 
gentleman from Kentucky replied, "No, sir; I call no names." Now, 
sir, it is very natural for the gent.leman from Kentucky to have ~up
posed that the Chair had from a misunderstanding of the name called 
made the inquiry as to whether he was alluding to a member of the 
Honse, and he replied, "No, sir; I called no na-rne." He had evidently 
intended to refrain from making a personal allusion a.ud to confine 
himself to a mental cha.racterization so as to avoid being called to 
order and stopped by the Chair. Such a mode of dealing in severi
ties is not unusual. The Chair repeated the question, and then Mr. 
BROWN answered, "No, sir; I am having a member in my mind's eye." 

The SPEAKER. Not "a member." 
!tlr. LAMAR. No; I did not mean to say, "a member;" but he said" I 

am describing an individual whom I have in my mind's eye." ·well, 
sir, he had not, at that time, in point of fact referred to any member. 
No matter what his objective point wa-s, it is exactly the fact that he 
had not at that instant violated any rule. Had he stopped at that 
sentence no member could have been said to have been alluded to. 
Whatever his intention to do thereafter, he certainly had not as yet 
made any personal reference. The Speaker's inquiry was a proper one1 
but the answer it elicited could not I think be construed into a pledge 
that precluded any personal reference in a subsequent portion of his 
renaarks. · 

I do not believe that the gentleman from Kentucky is capable of 
disingenuousness. 

Mr. E. R. HOAR rose. 
Mr. DAWES. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky 

if he desires to be heard now. 
1\fr. GARFIELD. Let the question be put through the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 

inquires whether the gentleman from Kentucky desires to speak now. 
Mr. BROWN. I desire to sa.y but a word. I shall attempt no de

tailed explanation. This is the first time in my life that I have beeu 
charged with evasion or prevarication. I have always tried to speak 
in plain terms susceptible of no misunderstanding. I am willing to 
stand by the record as negativing triumphantly, thoroughly, and in
disput ably the idea of any purpose on my part to evade the giving of 
a truthful answer t9 the interrogations of the Speaker or to make any 
false impression upon his mind. When interrupted by the Speaker, 
I wa-s referring to a. historical character of Scotland. 

Mr. DA. WES. I would inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky if 
he has any remarks to make upon the character of the language he 
used. 

Mr. BROWN. I stand by the record. 
!tlr. LAMAR. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. E. R. 

HoAR] allow me to read one passage before he proceeds f 
Mr. E. R. HO.A'R. If it is equally agreeable to the gentleman, I 

would prefer that he should read it after I get through. 
Mr. LAMAR. Very well. 
Mr. E. R. HOAR. I am not aware, Mr. Speaker, of any feeling of 

heat or excitement upon this matter. 1\fy relations to my collea~e 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BuTLER] have not been such that I thmk 
any one would suppose I shoulu rush forward to be his cha.mpiorl on 
any occasion; and in a contest of words I have alwaysfound that he 
is able to take care of himself pretty well and to give anybody as 
good as they send. 
. It is not, let me say, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from Missis
sippi, [Mr. LAMAR,] because there have been some rough unparlia
mentary words applied in the heat of debate to a member of this 
House by another member that these proceedings are now had. .As 
the gentleman from :Mississippi ha-s amply shown, and as we have 
often had occasion to deplore, such occurrences are not infreque:Q.t 
in the House. I agree with my friend, the chairman of the Commit
tee on Ways and Means, that it is time they should stop. I could 
wish they never had begun, and that the rule of absolute courtesy in 
speech governed all t)le deliberations of this House. If nothing 
more had occuned than that a naember had used unparliamentary 
and offensive language toward another member, I have no doubt 
that on being called to order, as he ought to have been by some 
member or the Chair, on his acknowledgment that it passed the 
proper courtesies of debate, the House would at once have trer11ted it 
as they have trea.ted other similar occurrences. 

But the graver question here is whether a member, having deliber
ately prepared such an attack, intendin.~r when he commenced to 
complete what he said by au attack on :it inember, which was a gross 
violation of the rules and orders of tbe House, when he had already 
drawn a part of his analogy, meaning the member to whom he was 
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finally to apply it by name and attracting the attention of the, 
Speaker to it, being called upon to say if he was referring to a mem
ber-not of course in the words "in Scotland" and "Hnrke," (the 
Chair had no snch folly as to ask him whether Bnrke was a member 
of t.he House,) bnt whether in that passage of his speech he wa:s de
scribin(J' a person to whom he was about to apply that compai·1son; 
that w~ the meaning of the question of the Chair-whether for the 
purpose of ~etting through and finishing his attack he made a false 
answer to tiie Speaker. 

That is the exact question which the resolution presents for our 
decision, and it is a very serious one. It is a grave matter in a com
pany of gentlemen and men of honor whether a man who is capable 
of that, if it shall be shown that he has done it, is fit to be longer 
their associate. 

1\!r. Speaker, my relations from my earliest youth have been of 
political and personal friendship with the State of Kentucky. I have 
always honored the character of her public men. W·hether a censure 
from this House or from a majority of this House for some violence in 
debate might be considered in that Commonwealth u.s any great indig
nity to one of her Representatives, I do not feel sure. But I know 
the Kentucky character for honor, for manliness, for truthfulness to be 
such that that Commonwealth would spurn a man from its borders 
who for the sake of getting successfully through a personal attack on 
a fellow-member would falsify as to his purpose when called upon by 
the Chair to state it. 

Mr. DA. WES. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. WooD.] 

Mr. LAMAR. Will the gentleman give me two minutes f 
Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 
:Mr. LAMAR. The gentleman from New York allows me one or 

two minutes. Here, sir, is a debate or a colloquy that was carried 
on between the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] and 
the Speaker of th1s House, and I just wish to sbow--

Mr. DA. vVES. I shall be obliged to call the gentleman from Missis
sippi to order. I do not think that is pertinent to this issue. What
ever errors we may have committed heretofore do not justify our 
present errors. 

Mr. LAMAR. I do not hear the gentleman. Do you object to my 
reading from this colloquyT 

lli. D.A. vVES. I do object. 
Mr. LAl'\fAR. Then I have only one reply to make to the dis

tinguished gentleman from Ma.ssachusetts, [Mr. E. R. RoAR,] and I 
make it with great regret. [.A pause.] Upon consideration I will 
not make it. I will just say, sir, however, that he has used with 
reference to the gentleman now on trial here language which I 
think, sir, requires neither courage nor courtesy in order to enable a 
man to do it. 

Mr. E. R. HOAR. Does thG gentleman refer to me or to my col
league, [Mr. DAWES f] Which gentleman from Massachusetts does 
he refer to¥ 

Mr. Lili.A.R. To you. I do not mean to impugn either the gen
tlemn,n's courage or hi1:1 courtesy; but I say that the remark which 
he made does not exhibit either, and in my opinion does not comport 
with the high chamcter that he has heretofore maintained. 

Mr. E. R. HOAR. What remark does the gentleman refer toT 
1\Ir. LAMAR. The charge of falsification. 
1\Ir. E. R. HOAR. I said the question before the House was 

whether the gentleman from Kentucky had thns falsified. · I have 
made no statement in regard to any party here. 

Mr. LAMAR. Then I withdraw my remark. 
1\fr. E. R. HOAR. When the House has heard the gentleman and 

his friends on the subject, they can make up their minds and vote on 
the question. 

1\Ir. LAMAR. I withdraw the remark I made, and beg your pardon. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ma sachusetts [.Ur. DAWES] 

ha ten minutes remaininO'. 
Mr. D.A. WES. I yielded five minutes to the gentleman from New 

York, but he bas been giving away his time. 
The SPEAKER. He has yielded about three minutes. 
Mr. DA. WES. Then he is entitled to two minutes longer. 
Mr. ·wooD. Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly the occurrences 

here to-day. I regret that the gentleman from Kentucky in a mo
ment probably entirely unpremeditated [Many MEMBERS. 0! 0 !] 
should have said anything that any member of this House should 
construe as indecorous. I regret, however, much more that my col
league [Mr. HALE, of New York,] has deemed it proper to give im
portance to the remarks of that gentleman by moving a resolution of 
censure, and I regret still more that the gentleman from Massachu
setts [Mr. DAWES] should deem it of sufficient importance to move a 
resolution of expulsion. The gentleman from Ma sachusetts to my 
right [Mr. E. R. HoAR) introduced his remarks upon t.his question by 
Teferring to the fact that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. LA
MAR] was probablynot considering thegrea.tgravityof this occasion. 
He then went on to make it an occasion of great gravity. He claimed 
that the order of the House had been di.sturbecl. Sir, I will remind 
that gentleman that there is a graver question than that now pend
ing, anc.l it is an attempt to disfranchise and to deprive of their ri..-..ht 
to representation upon this floor one of the constituencies of this 
connt ry; that question is of paramount importance to any other tha.t 
ca.u be brought to the attention of the Honse and it is now pending, 

and it is whether the people of any congressional district of the United 
States shall be deprived of its right to be rightfully and legally I'ep
resented by a vote on all a-ction taken on this floor. .And, sir, for what 
is this proposed to be done 'f For an intemperate expression in a 
heated moment of excited debate. Sir, we have been during last week 
in a period of unusual excitement. We have sa.t hero day and night 
and night and day and men's moral. and physical equilibrium bns been 
disturbed, and this exciting debate, the result of that long, tedious, 
and protracted session, has wrung from men, especially from men 
from one section of the country, an unusual exhibition, and in my 
judgment proper and legitimate exhibition of feeling, which Ire
spect and regard as their right and just right to exercise in all be
coming language on the floor of this House. [" Order!" " Order I "] 
Why, sir, I have seen no order in this House for this whole Congress. 
Our every-day session is marked by disorder. Every rule requiring 
the order of this Honse to be preserved is violated continuously 
upon all occa.sions when any gentleman of prominence rises to speak 
upon any important question. Sir, we have no order here. 

When I first had the honor to be a member of Congress we had 
order, we had quiet, we had deliberation, we bad discussion; but now 
we have none at all. It is continual excitement, continual disorder, 
and continual disturbance; that is God's truth. .And bocause the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BROW :r~J feeling deeply the wrong 
which in his judgment this bill will inflict upon llis people, ces fit 
to use language such as probably yourself, Mr. Speaker, and I myself 
would not have used, it is proposed to expel him from this Honse. 
Now I submit whether it is within our power, in the exercise of the 
power of expulsion given by the Constitution of the United States, 
for disorderly conduct, to expel a member for any mere expression of 
opinion when discussing legitimately and properly any question before 
the House. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. DAWES. I now yield for three minutes to the gentleman 

from Wisconsin, [l\Ir. ELDREDGE.] 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I do not know that I can say what I desire to 

say in three minutes; I expected the gentleman would. yield me five 
minutes. 

The scene of to-day must carry the minds of all tho members of 
Congress who have been for the la~t ten or twelve years back to 
other days. This excitement is like what we have seen upon this 
floor before. I t.hink that gentlemen will agree with me that the 
excitement exhibited in many insta.nces was shown in remarks by 
gentlemen who afterward regretted them. I remember very well, 
after an appropriation bill or perhaps a tariff bill had been discussed 
for a long time in the House, the then distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means turned upon his own friends, expect
ing that they had killed his bill, and declared that when its epit::~.ph 
came to be written it would be that it had been "nibbled to death 
by pismires, and kicked to death by gra.sshoppers." .And there was 
no doubt that he r eferred to members of the House. He wa8 not 
censured or e.xpelled for thus characterizing them. He seemed to be 
in earnest anddeliberatelymeant what he said. Whatisthcreworse 
than to call a member of Congress a "pismire" or "grasshopped" 

And I remember also another occasion, when you, lli. Speaker, 
occupied a more honorable pos~tion with ns upon this floor, and a 
controversy arose between you and a distinguished gentleman, then 
also a member of this Honse, and we passed it all by without censure 
or expulsion. I suppose there is not a member in this Hou e to-day 
who regrets that we did pass it by. I now ask the Clerk to read a 
pas nge in the Congressional Globe which I have marked, showing 
what those members were allowecl to say of each other. 

Mr. D.A. WES. I am obliged to interrupt the gentleman by a point 
of order. 

1\Ir. ELDREDGE. I think it would put the House in good humor; 
it ought to certainly, and do away with the pa sion and feeling tha.t 
now overmasters it. 

Mr. D.A. WES. I will take the ruling of the Chair upon it. I do 
not think it has any connection with the subject before the House. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I ask it to be read as a part of my remarks, n.nd 
I think no one will fail to comprehend its connection and application 
to the subject before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requests the gentleman from Wiscon
sin [Mr. ELDREDGE] not to have it read; he does not think it bas 
any bearing on this case. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I referred to it only as a precedent. But if the 
Chair does not desire to have it read I will withdraw it. I think it 
ought to be read and that it has an important bearing on the subject. 

Mr. DAWES. We ha.ve unpleasant language enough to go into 
the RECORD already, without repeating that which the gentleman 
himself as well as I regret ever occurred here. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. If the Chair objects to having it read, I will 
withdraw it. There was nobody expelled or censured then. I wish 
to know distinctly whether the Chair objects to having it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gentleman that, while 
he cloes not object, he would prefer that it should not be rea-d. 

Mr. ELLIS H. ROBERTS. If the language was unparliamentary 
originally, I object to its being read now. 

lli. ELDREDGE. I think it should be read. I think the Ilonse 
ought to know what it is. The gentlema.u from Kentucky [1\Ir. 
BROWN] must shape his language and form his expressions upon the 
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habitual conduct of the members of this House. And wheu he wit
nesses such controversies as have occurred between the Speaker of 
the House and a distinguished gentleman who was then a member 
on the floor, he may bave taken that as his example. An<l I think 
we ought neither to expel him nor punish him by a vote of censure, 
if he has not used language worse than any that has been used by 
more distinguished members of the House which has passed unno
ticed as unparliamentary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair's objection to the readin(J' of the re
marks referred to hy the gentleman from Wisconsin [~lr. ELDREDGE] 
was based upon the fact-the Chair presumes that he knows to what 
the gentleman refers-that it involves the mention of the name of a 
gentleman now a Senat.or of the United States, and would be violative 
of that courtesy which should exist between the two bodies. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. No Senator's name is mentioned' in the passarre 
I have marked, and there is nothing to indicate that a Senator 

0

is 
referred to. 

Mr. COX. Was anybody ever expelled for any unparliamentary 
language used here f 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the rule in relation to the use of dis
orderly language by members of this House be read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle'man send to the des'k what he de
sil·es to have read f 

Mr. DAWES. I have it not at hand; but there is a rule of the 
House in reference to the matter. If the Chair cannot. readily tmn 
to it, I will proceed to say a word or two on this. question, a~ my hom 
will very soon expire. 

Mr. Speaker, in offering the substitute I desired to see whether both 
sides of the House, w~th<;>ut regard to any party affiliations, would 
not stand up for the d1gmty of the House. I desired, more than all 
that, to give the member from Kentucky an opportunity before the 
House to express a regret which if he did not feel I believe every other 
me ber of the House felt, that he had used the words which have 
caused this debate. I have given the member from Kentuckv that 
opporttmity, and I regret exooedingly that he has not availed himself 
of it. On the contrary, in the presence of the House, he reiterates 
and reafliTms the position he has taken. 

I find, however, that my resolution will obtain no support from the 
other side of the House. I am willing that gentlemen on the other 
side should take the responsibility of saying to the country that, so 
far ns they are concerned, t-hey have no record to make of reprehen
sion or expulsion for words of this kind used in debate. I am willing 
that the position they have voluntarily assumed in the justification 
of this manner of debate and this measme of parliamentary decorum, 
and in the determination to do nothing to prevent it hereafter, shall 
go to the country thus early, anticipating the dawn of that day when 
they themselves shall be responsible for the character of debate and 
deliberation in this body. 

I have accomplished my purpose. I have given gentlemen on the 
othor side of' the House the opportunity to say, if they chose, that 
they with us will record themselves for good order and becoming 
deliberation iu this House. It is necessary, in order to adopt the reso
lution I have offered, that it should command a two-thirds vote of 
this House. It cannot have that except it receive the support to 
some extent of that side of the House. :Mr. Speaker, I prefer a reso
lution that can be adopted without their airl rather than that the 
rcsol uti on I have offered should fail for want of their aid. I there
fore withdraw my amendment; and by agreement with the gentle
man from New York [Mr. HALE] I demand the previous question. 

Mr. COX. I wish to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [:Mr. 
DAWES] whether there was ever a case of a man being expelled in 
this House for words spoken in debate f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts withdraws 
his amendment an(l demands the previous question on the original 
1·esolution of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Is it in order to move to strike out the word 
!' llrev:l.ricat.ion" 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the House should refuse to second the 
demand for the previous question. . 

1Ylr. COX. Is it in order to move to lay the resolution on the table f 
The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. · 
Mr. COX. I make that motion. 
Mr. D.A WES. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
T.he question was taken; and there wer:e-yeas 82, nays 167, not 

votmg 40 ; as follows: 
YEAS-Messrs. Adams, Archer, Arthur, Ashe, Atkins, BanninO", Beck, Bell, 

Berry, . Bland, Blount, ~owen, Bright, Bromberg, Caluwcll, Caul'fiehl, John B. 
Clnr~, Jr., Clymer, Comm:ro, Cook, Co~, Crea~er:, Crittenuen, Crossland, Davis, 
D eWitt. Dnrha!D, Eden, Eldredge, Finck, G1ddmgs, Glover, Gtmter, Hamilton, 
Henry R. II~s, John T. Harris, Hatoher, Hays, Hereford, Holman, Hunton, 
Knap'{J. Lannson. L ev.cb, Luttrell,Ma,2;ee, McLean, Milliken. Mills, Morrison, N eal, 
Nesm1th, NibLwk, O'Brien, Hosea \V. Parker, Perry, RandaJl. Read Robbins 
Willia.m R. Roberts, James C. Robinson, Milton Sayler Sloss j, Ambier Smith' 
Soutbarcl, Standiford, Alexander H. Stephens, Stone, StOrm, S~ann, Vance, Wad: 
dell, Wells, Whitehearl, Whitehouse, Whitt.horne, Willie, Ephraim K. Wilson, 
Wolfe\ Wood, John D. Youn.g, anrl Pierce M. B. Yonng-B2. 

NAYS-Messrs. Albert., Albright, Averill, Barber, Barrere, Bass, Begole, Biery, 
Emclley, Bu!finton, Burcba.rd, Burlei~h, Burrows, Roderick R. Butler, Cain, Can· 
non, Carpenter, CMon, Cessna, Chittenden, Amos Clark, jr., Freeman Clarke, 
Clayton, Clement , St~phcn A. Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Corwin, Cotton, Crooke, 
Cruunso, Crut(lhficlcl, Curtis, Darrall, Dawes, Dobbins, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, 
'Barnes, Field, Fort, .l!'oster, G-arfiolU, Gooch, Gunckel, llaga:ns, Eugene Hale, Rob· 

ert S. Hale, Harmer, Benjamin W. Harris, Harrison, Hathorn, Havens, Joseph r.. 
Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hendee, E. Rock~ood Hoar, 
Hodges Hooper, Hoskins, Houghton, Howe, Hubbell, Hunter, Hurlbut, Hyde, 
Hynes, Kasson, Kelley, Kellogi, Lamport\ Lansing, Lawrence~ Lawson, Lewis, 
Lotla.nd, Loughridge, Lowe, Lowndes, Lynch, Martin, Maynarn, McCrary, Alex
ander S. McDill, James W. McDill, MacDougall, McKee, McNulta, MeiTiam, 1\!on
roe, Moore, Myers., Necrley, O'Neill, Orr, Orth, Packard, P acker, Isan.c C. Parker,· 
Parsons, P elham, P enilleton, Phillips, Pierce, Pike, James H. Platt,jr., Poland, 
Pratt, Rainey, Rapier, R:J.y, Richmond, Ellis H. Roberts, James W. Robinson, 
Ross, Rusk, Sawyer, Henry B. Sayler Scofield, Henry J. Scudder, Isaac W. Scud· 
der, Sener, Sessions, Shllllks, Shea.ts, sheldon, Lazarus D. Shoemaker, Small, Smart, 
A. H err Smith, Geor~e L. Smith, H. Boardman Smith, John Q. Smith, Snyder, 
Sprague, Stanard, Starkweather, Charles A. Stevens, Strawbridge, Sypher, Taylor, 
Cha.rles R. Thomas, Christopher Y. Thomas, Thompson, Thornburgh, Todd, Town
send, Tremain, Tyner, Waldron, Wallace, Ja.sperD.Ward, MarcusL.Ward,WlJite, 
Whiteley, Wilber, Charles W.Willard, George Willard, Charles G. Williams, John 
M.S. Williams, Willia.m Williams, William B. Williams, James Wilson, Jeremiah 
M. Wilson, and Woodworth-,167. 

NOT VOTING-Messrs. Barnum, Barry, Brown, Buckner, Bundy, Benjamin' F. 
Butler, Clinton L. Cobb, D~tnford, Farwell, Freeman, Frye, Hancock, John B. Haw 
l ey, Herndon, George F. Hoar, Kenda.U, Killinger, Lamar, Marshall, Mitohell, 
:?lforey, Niles, Nunn, Paue, Phelps, Thomas C. Platt, Potter, Purman, Ra1tsier, 
Scheii. John G. Schumaker, Sherwood, Sloan, "'\Villiam A. Sruith,Speer, St. John, 
Stowell, Strait, Walls, !lJld Wheeler-40. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on the table. 
Dming the vote, 
Mr. SENER said: I have been requested by the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania [Mr. SPEER] to announce he ha8 been suddenly called 
from the House by the intelligence that his little girl has fallen and 
broken her ru·m. 

1\fr. TREMAIN moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Georgia, objected. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The question then recurred on seconding the previous question. 
:Mr. ELDREDGE. Will the gentleman permit me to strike out the 

word "prevaricate" and insert the word used by the Speaker, "eva
sive¥" 

Several MEMBERS. No! No! 
The previous question was seconded :mel the main question ordered. 
The question then recurred on the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. DAWES demanded ~he yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question wa8 then taken; and it was decided in the affirma

tive-yeas 161, nays 79, not voting 49 ; as follows: 
YEA.S-Mcssrs. Albert, Alblight, Averill, Barber, Barrera, Bass, Begole, Biery, 

Bradley, Buffin ton, Burchard, Burlei~h, BUITOws, Cain, Canuon, Carpenter, Cason, 
Cessna, Chitte!!den, .Amos Clark, jr., Freeman Clarke, Clayton, Clements, St-ephen 
A. Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Corwin, Cotton, Crooke, Crounse, Crutchfield, Curtis, 
Darrnll, Dawes, Dobbins, Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Field, Fort, Foster, Gar
field, Gooch, Gnnckel, Hagans, Eugene Hale, Robert S. Hale, Harmer, Benjamin 
W. Harris, Harrison, Hathorn, Joseph R. Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. 
Hazelton, H endee, E. Rockwood Hoar, Hodges, Hoskins, Houghton, Howe, Hub· 
bell, Hunter, Hurl~nt, Hvde, Hynes, Kasson, K elley, Kellogg, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lawrence, Lawson, L ewis, Lofland, Loughlidge, Lowe, Lowndes, Lynch, Martin. 
Maynard, McCrary, Alexander S. McDill, James W. McDill, MacDougall, McKee, 
McNulta, Monroe, Moore, Myers, Neglev, O'Neill, Orr, Orth, Packard, Packer, 
Pa?:ei Isaac C. Parker, Parsons, Pelham, Pendleton, Phillips, Pierce, Pike, James 
H. P att, jr., Poland, Pratt, Rainey, Rapier, Ray, Richmond, Ellis H. Roberts, 
James W. Robinson, Ross, Rusk, Sawyer, Henry B. Sayler, Scofield, Henry J. 
Scudder, I saac W. Scudder, Sessions, Shanks, Sheats, Sheldon, Lazarus. D. Shoe
maker, Small, Smart, A. Herr Smith, George L. Smith, H. Boardman Smith, John 
~· Smith, Snyder, Sprague, Stanard, Charles A. Stevens, Strawbridge, Sypher, 
Taylor, Charles R. Thomas, Christopher Y. Thomas, Thompson, ThornburGh;Todll, 
Townsend, Tremain, Tyner, Waldron, Wallace, Jasper D. Ward, Marcns .L. Wari\ 
Whit.e, Whiteley, Wilber, Charles W . Willard, George Willard, Charles G. Will
iams, John M.S. Williams, William Williams, James Wilson, J eremiah M. Wilson, 
and Woodworth-161. 

NAYS-Messrs. Adams, Archer, Arthur, ARhe, Atkins, Beck, Bell, Berry, Bland, 
Blount, Bowen, Bright, Bromberg, Caldwell, Caulfield, John B. Clark,jr., Clymer, 
Cook, Cox, Clittenden, Crossland, Davis, DeWitt, Durham, Eldredue, Finck, Gid
dings, Glover, Gtmter, Hamilton, Hemy R. Harris, John T. Ha-rris, Hatoher, Hays. 
H ereford, Herndon, Holman, Hunton, Knapp, Lamar, Lamison, L each, Luttrell, 
Magee, McLean, Milliken, :Mills, Morrison, Neal, csmith, Niblack, O'Brimt, 
Hosea W. Parker, Perry, R:mclall, Read, Robbins, William R. Roberts, James C 
Robinson, Milton Sayler, Sloss, J. Ambler Smit.h, Southard, Standiford, Alexander 
H. Stephens, St.one, Storm, Swann, Vance, Waddell, Whit.ehead, Whitehouse, 
Whitthorne, Willie, EpbraimK. Wilson, Wolfe, Wood, John D. Young, and Pierce 
M. B. Young-79. 

NOT VO'l'ING-Messrs. Banning, Barnum, Barry, Brown, Buckner, Bundy, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Clinton L . c·obb, Comingo, Creamer, Dan· . 
ford, Eden, Farwell, Freeman, Fiyo, Hancock, Havens, John B. Hawley, George 
F. Hoar, Hooper, K endall, Killinger, Marshall, Merriam, Mitchell, Morey, Niles, 
Nunn, Phelp::;, ThomM C. Platt, Potter, Purman, Ransier, Scholl, John G. Sehn· 
ma.ker, Senor, Sherwood, Slo!lJl, Wflliam A. Smith, Speer, Starkwcat.her, St. Jolm, 
Stowell, Strait, Walls, W ells, \Vheeler, and William B. Willim:ns-49. 

So the resolution was adopted. 
Mr. D.A \VES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 

was adopted; a.nd also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. · 

The latt.er motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, before any other 

proceeding is taken under the resolution, I ask consent to make a 
personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection Y 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to 

say that the courtesies and proprieties of the occasion which has 
unfortunately detained the House for some time seem to call upon 
me to make one observation. The gentlemen of the minority were 
engaged in hunting up and bringing to the attention of the country 
the various short-comings and wrong-doings of mine nnder circum 4 

stances when I could not reply to them. In the laugnage of a gentle-
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man of the minority whom I respect, it did not take much courage 
to do that. Now, I have been here eight years. I have engaged in 
debate perhaps a great deal more than I ought to have doue. I call 
upon any gentleman who served with me duriug the present Con
gress-! call upon every gentleman here who served with me during 
the eight years I have been here, wl1ether in all that time I have ever 
conuneuced a personal a.ttack upon ::tny man in this House; whether 
I have ever stepped out of my way to do any unkind thing or say any 
unkind word of a &ingle gentleman of the House until I was first 
attacked. 

Be he who he may, speak whom I have offended. Let this thlng 
be settled once for all, for I have endeavored with studied courtesy 
never to attack; and I have endeavored one other thing, sir- when 
I was attacked never to leave a man until he was sorry he did H. I 
hf1ve no more to say. 

The SPEAKER. ·The Clerk will read the resolution which has 
been passed by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That the member from Kentucky, Mr. J'OHN YoUNG BROWN, in the 

language used by him upon tbe floor, and taken down at the Clerk's desk, as well 
as in his prevarication to the Speaket·, by which he was enabled to complete the 
utterance of Lhe language, has been guilty of a. violation of the privileges of this 
House and merits the severest censure of the House for the same. 

Resolved, That the said .JoHN YoUNG BROWN be now brought to the bar of the 
House in the custody of the Serg'eant-at-Arms, and be there publicly censured by 
the Speaker in the name of the House. 

The member from Kentucky, Mr. JoHN You.r G BROWN, appeared 
at the bar of the House in the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Tho SPEAKER said : 1\lr. JoHN YOUNG B&OWN, you are armigned 
at the bar of the House, under its formal resolution, for having traus
gres ed its rules by di orderly remarks and for having resorted to 
prevarication when your attention was called to your violation of 
decorum by the Speaker. 

For this duplicate offen e the House has directed that yon be pub
licly censured at its bar. No words from the Chair in the perform
ance of this most painful duty could possibly add to the gravity of the 
occasion or the severity of the punishment. It remains only to pro
nounce in the name of the House its censure for the two offenses 
charged in the resolution. . 

Mr. BROWN. Sir, I wish now to state that I intended no evasion 
or prevarication to the Speaker, and I will now add no disrespe0t 
to +he House. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sco

FIELD] rises to a privileged question. 
CHARGE AG~ST HON. W . H. H. STOWELL. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I am directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to pre ent a report in writing on the alleged sale of a naval cadet
ship by Ron. W. H . H. STOWELL. The concluding resolution is 
that the committee be discharged from the further ·consideration of 
the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution reported by the committee will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
The committee unanimously agree to submit the following r esolution: 
Resolved, That the coiillllittee be discharged from the further consideration of 

this subject. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the resolution being agreed to 
1\1r. COX. What is the subjecU 
The SPEAKER. The cadetship investigation in reference to the 

gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. STOWELL.] 
Mr. RANDALL. Is that the only resolution reported by the com

mittee! 
The SPEAKER. The committee present a report, closing with the 

resolution which has ·been read. 
The Clerk will again read it. · 
The resolution was again read. 
1\fr. SPEER. Will it be in order to have the report readf 
Mr. SCOFIELD. The report shows the finding of the committee 

upon the ~oneral allegation, and recites tlie facts connected with the 
investigation; and the commit.tee ask to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. ... . 

1\Ir. RANDALL. I think that report should be called up for action 
at some other time. If I understand it, it entirely exonerates the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. If the resolution is agreed to, it does that. 
The resolution was agreed to ; and the report was ordered to be 

printed and to lie on the table. 
CIVIL-RIGHTS BILL. 

The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 796) to 
protect all citizens in their civil and legal rights. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [ 1\1r. ELDREDGE] 
has eighteen minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from Wis
consin yield to me for a moment f 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I will if it does not come out of my time. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. By the courtesy of the gentle

nu.m from Wisconsin I rise to propose an arrangeme-nt by which the 
convenience of the members may be secured and a vote had at an 
early hour. I pmpose at six o'clock to call the previous question, and 

that the Honse then take a rece s until ten o'clock to-morrow to cro 
on then with the civil-rights bill. b 

Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire. Why not take the recess now¥ 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachu etts. I desire the debate to go on until 

six o'clock in order to have it run out. There are two gentlemen or 
three who have got liberty to speak, and if we take the rece s now 
we shall not have time to dispo e of the bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr. O'BRIEN. I think we might take the recess now. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Ma achnsetts. I do not want to lose another day. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the Honse will agree to the arrangement 

proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, so that we can (l'et 
to-morrow for appropriation bills. By this arrangeD;lent we can get 
through with this bill by twelve o'clock. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was not 

agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I now ask unanimous consent 

that the previous question shall be considered as seconded at six 
o'clock:, and that the House then take a recess until ten o'clock to
morrow. 

1\1r. CREAMER. Say half past six. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the House takin<T a recess at 

six o'clock this evening until ten o'clock to-morrow t 
0 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of .Ma sachusetts. I object. 
Mr. HA~llLTON. Whynot take a rece snow. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HAMIL

TON] suggests that the House take a recess now. Is there objection T 
Mr. MERRIAM. I object. If the proposition is made to take a 

recess until half past seven, and that we hall then go on and finish 
up this bill, I shall not object. I do not think we shoulu waste more 
time over it. 

Mr. SENER. Now let us have the regular order, whatever it is. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 1IJ 

On ~otion of ~1r. COBURN, by unanimous con ent, the Committee 
o!l Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the poti
twn of W. G. Ford, and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

CIVIL-RIGHTS BILL. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. SOUTHARD.] 1 

Mr. BUTLER, of 1\Ia.ssachusetts. I will move that the Hou e now 
take a recess until ten o'clock to-morrow morning. 

:rhe motio~ was agreed to ; and accordingly (at five o'clock and 
thirty-five mmutes p . m.) the House took a recess until to-morrow 
morning at ten o'clock. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were presented 

at the Clerk's desk under the rule, and referred as stated : 
By Mr. BANNING: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 

Cincinnati, Ohio, on the subject of the application of the Texas and 
Pacific Railroad Company for aid, to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad. 

Als~, memorial of the Bon.r~ of Trade of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the 
establishment of a branch mmt of the United States at Cincinun,ti 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. ' 
~o, the p~tition of ~· H . Matthews, of Cinc_innati, Ohio, for cer

tam changes rn the pensiOn laws, to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Cincinnat-i, Ohio, for the repeal of 
the 10 per cent. reduction of duties made in 1872 and auainst a duty 
on tea and coffee and revival of int~rnal taxes, to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
. By Mr. BARBER : ¥emorial of Morris Pinchaner, of Nevada, rela

tive to the construction of Lake Tahoe and Colorado Canal in the 
State of Nevada, with lateral branch to Morna Lake, Califo~nia to 
the Committee on Rail ways and Canals. ' 

By Mr. BR.Ap~EY : ~he petition of citizens of Alpena, .Michigan, 
for an appropnation to unproTe the harbor at the mouth of Thunder 
Bar River, to the Committee on Commerce. 

By .Mr. BUFFINTON : The petition of George Crookes, of Taunton, 
~lassach,~etts, to ~e refunded recr.uiting exp_e?Bes incurred by him 
rn an offiCial capacity, to the Comnnttee on .Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURCHARD : The petition of citizens of Albany, illinois, 
that the western terminus of the proposeil!Hennepin Canal be locatetl 
a,bove the Rock Island Rapids, to the Committee on Rail ways and 
Canals. 

By Mr. CHIP.MAN : The petition of J ohn H. Harkey, of Baltimore, 
Maryland, to be paid balance of account for hose furnished fire de
partment of Washington, District of Columbia, to the Committee on 
the District of Col urn bi.a. 

Dy Mr. Ell~S: The petition of William F . Sayles, president of 
the Slater Natwnal Bank of North Providence, for ch~ge of name of 
bank to Slater National Bank of Pawtucket, to the Committee ou 
Banking and Currency. 

Dy Mr. E . R. HOAR : Petitions of Joel Powers and 33 others, and 
Dan~ . .el Holt .an_d 31 oth~rs, of Lowell, Massachusetts, against the cx
tenswn of seWlllg-ma.chine patents, to the Committee on Patents. 
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By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of citizens .of the twenty-sevent.h 
ward of Philadelphia, for the repeal of the 10 per cent. reduction of 
duties made in 1~72 and against a duty on tea and coffee and reviva.l 
of internal taxes, to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of citizens of Cooke, Jefferson, 
Sevier, and Knox Counties, Tennesaee, for the improvement of the 
navigation of the French Broad River, to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MERRJ4.M: The peti_?.on of citizens of Jefferson County, 
New York, against the restoration of tax qn tea and coffee, to the 
Committee on Ways ancl Means . 
. Also, the petition of citizens of Jefferson County, New York, for an 

appropriation to improve the mouth of Big Sandy Creek, in the town 
of Edinburgh, New York, to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PACKER: Memorial of H. T. McAlister, of Pennsylvania, 
relative to his voting apparatus for legislative bodies, to the Commit
tee on the Rules. 

Also, the remonstrance of importers, merchants, and dealers in cof
fee in the city of Baltimore, against the imposition of a duty on coffee, 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Northumberland, Pennsylvania, 
for the restoration of the 10 per cent. reduction of duties made in 1872 
and against a duty on tea and coffee and revival of internal taxes, 
to the same committee. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Milton, Pennsylvania, and of Menada 
:Furnace, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, of simil.a.r import, to the 
same committee. 

By 1\lr. POTTER: Memorial of Henry B. Dawso;n, proprietor of the 
Historical Magazine, New York City, relative to post-office irregular
ities, to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petitions of the city council of Marietta, Ohio, 
and of citizens of Marietta and Harmar, Ohio, for an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Ohio River, to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: The petition of citizens of Chester County, 
Pennsylvania, for the repeal of the 10 per cent. reduction of duties 
made in 1872 and against the duty on tea and coffee and revival of 
internal taxes, to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. WILSON, of Indiana: The petition of William L. Riley, of 
W a..shington, District of Columbia, to be paid for earth deposited in 
tho Smithsonian Grounds, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By l\Ir. WOOD: The petition of C. R. Green, of New York City, to 
be reimbursed for loss of property by. confederate cruisers, to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 5, 1875. 
DEATH OF SENATOR BUCKINGHAM. 

Rev. BrioN SUNDERLAND, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate, offered 
tho following prayer : 

Almighty God, we come before Thee admonished by the tidings of 
the morning that in the midst of life we are in death; that another 
member of this body has been called from the scene of his earthly 
labors. Bless and uphold, we beseech Thee, 0 Lord God, our Father 
in heaven, the member~ of his family and surviving friends in the 
midst of this great affiiction ; and may they, with us, not bE' left to sor
row as those that are without hope, because we are assured that though 
the workmen cease, yet the work of God shall never fail. 0, do Thou 
help us, and all men, to bear with fortitude and fidelity the struggles 
and the pains of this earthly state, and finally lio attain to the 
rewards of everlasting life, through Jesus Christ. Amen. 

'fhe Journal of yesterday's proceedings was rea~ and approved. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I rise, l\Ir. President, in the perform

ance of what is to me the saddest duty of my public life. I announce 
to the Senate the death of my late collea~ue on this floor. This 
morning, at his home in Norwich, Connecticut, at twenty minutet; 
past twelve o'clock, just as night wa-s turning into morning, Gov
ernor BucKINGHAM died. I hope on another occasion to be able to 
say something befitting his memory. At present, I offer this resolu-
tion: · 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of five Senators be appointed by the Chair 
to attend the funeral obsequies of Hon. 'VILLIAM A.. BUCKINGHAM, at Norwich, 
Connecticut. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, I second the resolution. 
The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed as the committee Messrs. FERRY 

of Connecticut, SHERMAN, STEVE~SON, FE.NTON, and WASHBURN. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The Senate is aware that in my own 

infirm condition of· health it is hardly possible for me to proceed to 
the home of my late colleague and return immediately, withopt serious 
risk. Were there no other considerations than those personal to my
self, I should certainly incur any ris~ to be present on the occasion 
to which I allude ; but there are others interested in my health, and 
I must ask to be excused from serving upon the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senatm· .from Connecticut .aaks to 
be excused from service on the committee. 

The question was determined in the affirmative. 

III-63 

The VICE-PRESIDBNT. The Chair will appoint in place of the 
Senator from Connecticut, the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HAMLIN.] 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I offer the following additional reoo
lution: 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect for the memory of the deceased the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The resolution was agreed to, nem. con. ; and (at twelve o'clock and 
sixteen minutes p.m.) the Senate a-djourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 4,1875. 

AFTER THE J:.ECESS. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at ten o'clock a. 

m. Friday, February 5, 1875. 
SETTLERS UPON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 45~) to protect settlers upon the public domain; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A. G. TASSIN. 
l\lr. LUTTRELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 

R. No. 4549) for the relief of A. G. Tassin; which wa.<J read a :first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be prin~d. 

NATHANIEL JOHN~ON COFFIN. 
Mr. LUTTRELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 

R. No. 4550) granting a pension to Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on .Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE ORDER OF MARCH 12, 1873. 
Mr. LUTTRELL. In the absence of the member from Nevada, I 

present concurrent resolutions C?f the Legislature of the State of Ne
vada, asking the passage of a resolution requesting the President to 
rescind the executive order of March 12, 187.3, setting apart a large 
quantity of agricultural lands in Lincoln County, in the State of Ne
vada, for an Indian reservation, known as the Muddy or Moapa In
di:m reservation. I move that they be referred t.o the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
W. R. BOICE. 

Mr. DURHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4551) for the relief ofW. R. Boice, of Danville, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. . 

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

4552) for retiring from active .service certain officers of the United 
States revenue-cutter service; which was rea~ a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS STRIDER. 
Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

4553) for the relief of Thomas Strider, of Winchester, Virginia;_ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee OIY 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. ' 

JAMES W. LEWELLEN. 
Mr. HUNTON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu

tion(H.R. No.l49)givingtothe UnitedStatesConrtofClaimsjnrisdic
tion in the case of James W. Lewellen, of Richmond, Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be print~d. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 
Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for the 

relief of an old associate here from his political disabilities-Mr. 
Hawkins, of Florida. 

The SPEAKER. He has petitioned f 
Mr. COX. Yes, sir . . 
No objection was made, and the bill (H. R. No. 4554) to remove the 

political disabilities of George S. Hawkins, of Florida, was read a 
first and second time, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) was passed. 

COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS DUTIES. 
On motion of Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, the bill (S.No. 

964) to provide for the revision of the laws for the collection of cus
toms duties was taken from the Speaker's table, read a first and 
second time, and referred.~o the Committee on Ways and Means. 

METROPOLITAN GROYE-YARD SLAUGHTERING COMPANY. 
Mr. O'BRIEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. "R. No. 4554) to in

corporate the Metropolitan Grove-Yard Slaughtering Company, in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was reHo<\ a first 
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